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HE followin g letter was written laſt 
Autumn at Margate, after a very ac- 
curate and attentive examination of all the 


documents, which elucidate the ſubjects of 
it. I have corrected ſome of the expreſſions 


in three of the ſheets, but the 3 
remain unaltered. 


The repart of General Burgoyne'e Com- 
mittee, as it was called, contains an imper- 
e fect 


— 


— 


„ ACTE 


fe&t copy of the papers on the buſineſs of 
the three ſeals. The documents withheld, 
tend to prove more ſtrongly, had further 
proof been neceſſary, that Mr. Haſtings was 
not preſent, during any part of the evening, 
on which the tranſaction happened. 


I mean not in the ſlighteſt degree to inſi- 
nuate, that the ſuppreſſion of the firſt part 
of the evidence upon this affair, can be at- 
tributed to any other motive than mere in- 
attention. | * 


In the buſineſs of Deby Sing, the true 

_ font lies in a very narrow compaſs indeed. 

The proceedings. have ſwelled to ſix volumes 

in folio, three of which Mr. Burke had be- 

fore him when he ſpoke, and he argued cri- 
tically and ingemouſly upon the papers con- = 

FP ' tained 


2 


- 
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tained in them. All that is incumbent upon - 
me to prove is, Iſt, That whether the „ 
cuſations brought againſt Deby: Sing, were 
true or falſe, whether his erimes were more 

or leſs enormous, Mr. Burke, at the time 
he ſpoke, knew that it would be abſolutely 


impoſſible to make Mr. Haſtings a * 5 
pator in them. 


 2dly, That from Mr. Burke's mode of 
ſtating the dreadful cruelties committed, no 
perſon living could have a doubt of the facts, 
but that it has ſince been proved, after a 
moſt ſolemn and full enquiry made upon 
oath, by Gentlemen appointed to inveſtigate 
the buſineſs, by Sir John Macpherſon, Mr. 
Stables, and Mr. Wheler, that the moſt © 
dreadful of the cruelties ſtated by Mr. Burke, 
never were commuted at all. Ga 5 


Whe- 


P R E F A c E. 
Whether I have ſucceeded in proving theſe 
Propoſitions, the judgment of the . 
muſt determine. 


JOHN SCOTT. 


zoth April, 1789. 


„n, 
No whom can I, with fo much pro- 
L priety, addreſs any remarks upon ſuch 
parts of the proceedings in Weſtminſter 
Hall as have militated againſt your own doc 
trines, as to yourſelf? It ſhall be my ſtudy, | 
in the following pages, to avoid the diſcuſſion 
of any one point that has engaged the atten- 
tion of the Houſe of Commons; but there 
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are certain ſubjects which have no reference 
to any one article of "impeachment, and 1 


hope I may be pardoned for offering a few 
remarks upon them. 


Perhaps it had been more regular if no 
diſcuſſion, upon a depending cauſe, had taken 
place beyond the walls of that great tribunal 
which muſt determine it; but as many edi- 
tions of the ſpeeches of the managers have 

been printed, and as much ex parte matter 
has appeared in all the periodical publica- 
tions in England, I ſhall hazard a few ob- 
ſervations upon points totally foreign to the 
charges themſelves. 


If any 883 of Mr. Burke's opening had 
2 reference to the articles, I ſhould not pre- 
| ſume to animadvert upon it, at the preſent 
moment, for I bow with reverence to the 
high author! ty they bear; but I conceive 

N that 


| ( 5] 

that I ht an undoubted right to remark 
upon two. paſſages; which. cannot be in- 
cluded under any poſible conſtruction that 
you can put, upon any one article; I mean 
the ſtories of the three ſeals; and Deby Sing. 
I affirm that Mr. Burke, in detailing theſe 
ſtories; was guilty of cool; ſyſtematic, and 
premeditated miſrepreſentation. 

As Mr. Burke opened this buſineſs, he 
made himſelf perfectly intelligible in every 
part of it. The ſcheme for aſſaſſinating the 

Shazada, and for diſpatching Meeran, the 
eldeſt ſon of Meer Jaffier, were both ſtated 
to be neceſſary to the depreſſion of Jaffier, 5 
and the elevation of Coſſim Ally Cawn: cer- 
tain gentlemen, whoſe names Mr. Burke 
mentioned, were ſaid to be parties to that ; 
ſcheme, and Mr. Haſtings was deſcribed as 
one of the number. 8 8 
Vou heard the Whole tale Ws the three 
ſeals ; and 1 appeal to you whether the fol- 
lowing is not a fair abſtract of it. After 
. Lord Clive's departure in 1769, another 
1 e e 
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.& ſet of men ſucceeded, who determined on 


“ another revolution. A young gentleman, . 
Mr. Warren Haſtings, then reſident at the 
% Durbar, or Court of Meer Jaffier. Ge- 
& neral Caillaud, the Commander in Chief, 
e averſe to the revolution at that time, Mr. 
« Vanſittart, the new Governor, being 

ce hourly expected. Meer Jaffier, deluded 


by General Caillaud till Mr. Vanſittart 
* ſhould arrive. The aſſaſſination of the 


& knew the ſtory until within this year. — 
« Nothing determined in the morning—Re- 


e ſumed the conſideration of it in the even- 


A ing—when the perſons preſent were Ge- 
e neral Caillaud, Mr. Luſhington, Captain 


* Knox, and Warren Haſtings, the Nabob, 


ce his ſon, and a Moonſhy.—The propoſition 


— for the aſſaſſination made, and Mr. Haſt- 


<« ings ſtated to have acted as interpreter— 


0 The ſcheme agreed to, and the treaty 


« ſigned Buſineſs, by ſome means, came to 
© the knowledge of the Court of Directors, 
> . ho 


2 


ho ordered a ſtrict enquiry into the fact 
Came before the Council the 4th of 


October, 1762, conſiſting of Meſſieurs 


e Amyat, M*Guire, Haſtings, Hay, and 
“ Watts—Difficulty as to Mr. Haſtings— 
ce Repreſented to have acted as interpreter— | 

Not fit to act as a Judge Luſhington 
* had made his affidavit at Patna, that he 
had put Caillaud's ſeal to the agreement, 


and that Warren Haſtings was interpreter 


in that tranſaction The queſtion, was to 


get the interpreter out of the interpreta- 
« tion, and to put him in the ſeat of juſtice 
“ Effected in a curious manner.—lt was 
*« this—Luſhington was got completely over, 
<«« perſuaded to unſay his ſwearing, and to 
declare that he believed his affidavit, while. 
8 « the tranſact on was recent, or © nearly fo, 
e muſt have been made by miſtake ; that he 
believes it was not Mr. Haſtings, but 
* himſelf, that interpreted. Mr. Haſtings 


then put into the condition of a Judge, 


tr and decided not to have been the inter- : 


: 1 „ 
1 | 15 
* preter—Mr. Haſtings 18 ett 3 ye 
« what is extraordinary, he does not recol- 
lest: he thinks he was not there. Thinks, 
« if he was there as an interpreter, he could 
not forget it.— Here is the ſtate of the 
* tranſaction given by the parties them- 
6 ſelves; and Mr. Haſtings, in his inaccu-, 
© rate memory, not venturing to fay poſi- 
5: tively he was not the interpreter, and not 
<< there, i 1s diſcharged from being the accom- 
ce plice; removes from the bar, and * upon 
the ſeat of juſtice!” 15 | 
Thus have I faithfully abſtracted, from the 
ſhort-hand writer's copy, Mr. Burke 8 tale, 
in ſo far as Mr. Haſſings is at all concerned 
f in it. My own memory bears teſtimony to 
the accuracy of the copy; and from the very 
document which Mr. Burke had peruſed, it 
can be fully proved, that his account is a 
groſs, and wilful miſ-repreſentation, from the 
firſt ſentence to the laſt. 
Mr. Haſtings was appointed, by 25 ” 
. Clive the Reſident at the Court of Meer 
- Jaffier, in the your: 17 595 as well from his 


know 


„ 
knowledge of the Perſian language, a8 Rem 
the general eſtimation in which his character 
was held by all the principal people in Moor- 
ſhedabad. In that ſituation he continued, 
until, by his rank in the ſervice, he became a 
Member of the Adminiſtration. In thei inter- 
mediate time, Meer Jaffier was depoſed, and 
Coſſim Ally Cawn elevated to the Muſnud 
But whether that revolution was a right 
meaſure, or a wrong one, Mr. Haſtings, 
whoſe duty it was to obey orders, is no more - 
accountable than Mr. John Robinſon and Sir 
Grey Cooper are reſponſible, for the calamities 
which befel this country, during Lord North's 
Adminiſtration. He was neither a Member 
of the Counſel, nor of the ſecret Committee, 
nor is his name mentioned as having been 
preſent. at any one of thoſe meetings, at 
which the revolution was ſettled. 
Mr. Burke, in another part of his ſpeech, 
called Coſſim Ally Cawn, the bloody and fe- 
rocious tyrant, whom Mr. Haſtings had ſet. 
| up, an en unfounded and malicious. 


He 


121 2. ; 


— r — — 4 — * — — — — — — join — 
* — * =» X _— _ == * . — 
— te. — r 2 
3 — ——— — — arg 
— > 
— 
— - —_— > * 


L 3s | 
He had before ſtated, that money was paid to 


ſeveral perſons on his acceſſion, and he intend- 
ed that his auditors ſhould believe, that Mr. 
Haſtings had received money amongſt others: 


but when Lord North propoſed that Mr. 

Haſtings ſhould be appointed the Governor 
General of Bengal, in the year 1773, he ob- 
ſerved, that though various ſums had been 


given to Lord Clive and other individuals, 
. at the different revolutions in Bengal, not 


one rupee had been received by Mr. Haſt- 
ings ; and his aſſertion is confirmed by the 
reports of your friend General Burgoyne. 
In the month of April, 1760, the tranſ- 
action of the three ſeals happened. In the 


latter end of the year 1761, the enquiry was 


ordered by the Court of Directors. On the 
13th of May, 1762, the order had arrived 


in Bengal, and the Council of Calcutta, then 


ſtrongly divided into parties, commenced the 


enquiry with every poſſible formality. 

The firſt ſtep taken by them was, to ſend 
a ſeries of queſtions to Captain Knox, WH 
was 


IL. 25 4 | 
was at Midnapore, to Mr. Luſhington who 
was at Patna, and to Mr. Amyatt, "who was 
in Calcutta, to which they were ſeverally to 
reply upon oath ; and to write to Mr. Haſt- 
ings to gain what information he could from ; 
the Nabob Coſſim Ally Cawn, and from 
Lieutenant (now Col.) Ironfide upon che 
ſubject. Captain Knox, in his reply, re- 
lates the whole tranſaction, and poſitively 
ſwears, © that when the propoſal was made, 
« all attendants were ordered to retire, and 
*© there remained only the old and young 
«© Nabob, Col. Caillaud, Mr. Luſbington and 
8  bumpelf.” Mr. Luſhington, in his ads * 5 
upon oath from Patna, does not ſtate what 
Mr. Burke imputes to him, nor any thing 
like it, but ſays, Mr. Haſtings was at the 
« time attending the old Nabob i the field, 
% but whether he was at the * that 
te evening, I cannot now recolle 

Mr. Haſtings in his anſwer favs, he will 
give the Gentlemen, at Patna, all the infor- 
mation 8 can collect, and that Mr. Iron- 


| ſide 


1 6 „„ Rae” 
ſide will do the ſame; but that the Nabob 
Coſſim Ally Cawn, and his people, are ut - 
terly ignorant of the fact. | 

It appeared from the evidence of Mr. 
Luſhington, Mr. Amyatt, and Captain 
Knox, that a paper of the purport menti- 
oned by the Directors, was ſealed; and the 
Governor and Council procured the origi- 
nal. This was the point which they were ſo 
| particularly ordered to eſtabliſh, but the ul- 
| timate judgment reſted with the Directors: 
They next ſummoned Mr. Luſhington, and . 
Captain Knox, to Calcutta; and they wrote 
to Madras to require Colonel Caillaud's at- 
tendance, incloſing the orders they had re< .. 
ceived from England. 

Mr. (afterwards Lord) Pigot, and his Coun- 

ſel, reply to the Bengal letter, which included - 
the Company's orders, as follows: 

< Col. Caillaud has been acquainted with 
* the purport of them, and accordingly takes 
« his paſſage in the Clinton. The long 
N knowledge we have had of his character, 


«© and 


[ * ]; 


"7001 and his generous, as well as böte man- 

ner of acting, even againſt his enemies, 

e gives us the greateſt hopes that he will be 

sable, in the correcteſt and cleareſt manner, 

« to juſtify his conduc, not only to the ſatis- 

« faction of you Gentlemen on the ſpot, but 

e alſo to the obtaining a greater confidence 
* from his honourable employers. | 
N Signed, | # 2 

8 George Pigot, N 

te Stringer Lawrence,, 

: l * Robert Palk, and all 

e the Counſel. MED 

| Lord Pigot, 1 hope, will be an unexcep- 

tlonable evidence even with Mr. Burke. 

All parties being aſſembled, and Mr. Haſt- 

ings being returned from his emhaſſy hav- 

ing taken his ſeat in Council, Col. Caillaud 

delivered in his defence on the Ath of Oct. 


1762. ; The fact of ſealing the paper was : 


fully admitted by him; and to aſcertain that 
fact was the main object of the enquiry : he 
then deſired to examine Mr. GD and | 
Captain Knox... +; 4 5 a 
Mr. Luſhington, prerious to the com- 
mencement of the examination, informed the 
Board, that when his firſt Oy was 
* by 3 5 * 


4 


1 
« taken, he had the ſtrongeſt conviction 1n 
te his own mind, that either Mr. Haſtings, 
or Captain Knox, firft interpreted between 
the Nabob and Col. Caillaud ; but is now 
« fully convinced, from converſations. with 
Captain Knox and Col. Caillaud, hat Mr. 

« Haſtings was not preſent.” . 

Captain Knox oolitively and Niere 
ſwore, that Mr. Luſhington himſelf was the 
only interpreter, and that Mr. Haſtings was 

not there any part of the time. 

Mr. Haſtings being then aſked by Cilla a 
| Caillaud if he was preſent during that even- 
[ | ing, anſwered, © I was not to the beſt of my 

1 knowledge, and I think it could not have 
9 4 my memory if I had been . 
= « at ſuch a tranſaction.” 
= On the 11th of October 1762, the Gone 
nor and Council, men {plit, into, parties, 
unanimouſly gave an opinion in favour of 
Colonel Caillaud, which. they tranſmitted, 
with all the materials on which it was 
founded, to the Directors. The Members 
were, Mr. Vanſittart, the Governor; Meſſrs. 
Amyatt, M Guire, Haſtings, Hay, and Watts. 
The Court of Directors, amongſt whom were 
many reſpectable merchants of the city o 


I Ws London, 
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London, and many Members of Parliament, | 
as unanimouſly; after the proceedings had 
been for ſeveral days open to their inſpection, 
and conſidered with the greateſt attention, 

confirmed the judgment of the Governor and 
Council by a complete acquittal ; and his 
Majeſty was graciouſly pleaſed, at their re- 


commendation, to confer upon Colonel 


Caillaud, the commiſſion of a Brigadier Ge- 
neral. As to Mr. Haſtings, his name was 
never once mentioned, it appearing moſt evi- 
dently, that he was not, in any reſpett, a 


party to the tranſaction, 

Never, I believe, Mr. Fox, was ſo groſs a 
miſrepreſentation hazarded before in a public 
aſſembly, more particularly in a Court where 
truth only ought to be heard. Mr. Luſhing- 
ton is "repreſented to have ſworn, when the 
tranſaction was freſh in his memory, or nearly 
Jo, that Mr. Haſtings interpreted. N he 
tranſaction happened in April, 1760. It 
was never queſtioned until May, 1762, 


above two years after, and then, and not 
before, Mr. Luſhington ſwore, that Mr. 


Haſtings was with the Nabob in camp at 


the time, but whether he was preſent at 


this; Ew that evening, he cannot recollee. 


F In 


# 


1 20 
In October, HY he ſaid poſitively that Mr. 
Haſtings was not preſent » and the evidence 
of Captain Knox, a man of unblemiſhed ho- 
nour, was uniform and deciſive as to the' 
point. Does Mr. Haſtings ſwear in the 
looſe. and doubtful manner Mr. Burke infinu- 

_ ates ?—Directly the reverſe. He is aſked, 
not as Mr. Burke ſays, if he interpreted, but 
if he was preſent during that evening. He 
replies, he was not to the beſt of his know- 

| ledge—and, as a confirmation that he was not 

Preſent, he adds, I think it could not have 
t eſcaped my memory, if 1 had been ONES. 
te at ſuch a tranſaction,” | 

Mr. Burke could not connect the name of 
Mr. Haſtings with this tale, or with the 

groſs calumny which followed, from any 
document in General Burgoyne's reports. 

nor can I deviſe from what authority he 

Could venture to affirm, that Meeran, lying 

© aſleep in his tent, ſuddenly, without any 

e one knowing it, without any alarm or 

* menace in the heavens ever being heard or 
© mentioned, without any one, whatſoeyer 

being hurt or alarmed in the camp, is _ 
C with a flaſh of lightning.” 

I have avoided as much as poſſible ths; in- 
N of any matter but what imme- 


diately 
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Gebe applies to Mr. Haſtings,—Firſt, the 
ſuppoſed plot to aſſaſſinate the Shazada, and 
next to diſpatch Meeran, were ſtated as ne- 
ceſſary to the Revolution in favour of 
_ « Coflim Ally Cawn, that bloody and fero- 
e cious tyrant whom Mr. Haſtings ſet up 
<« houſes (added Mr. Burke) are ſtrong that 
_ *© have eldeſt ſons un up BE] to command 
* armies.” | 

What concluſion can be 470 from theſe 
expreſſions, with their context, but this, that 
while Meeran lived, that plan, to which Mr. 
Haſtings was ſtated, in the commencement 
of Mr. Burke's ſpeech, to be a party, could 


not be carried into effect. Hard, indeed, is 


the ſituation of a public man, if he is to be 
thus ſubject to calumny, by the voice of au- 
thority. Twenty-eight years and upwards 
have elapſed ſince theſe events happened. 
Fifteen years ago they were the ſubje& of 
ſtrict Parliamentary inveſtigation, when with 
the documents freſh in the mind of every 
gentleman, the Miniſter of the country, and 
the Parliament of Great Britain, found no- _ 
thing in the conduct. of Mr. Haſtings to 
blame, but ſo much to commend, that he 
Nr Fleced OE the en at Lord North's 
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1 
recommendation, to fill the moſt enen 
office it had to beſtow, _ 
Similar treatment he has fince regeived : i 
every circumſtance relative to Nufideomar— 
his informations, his trial, his execution, 


were all very fully known in England in 1776. 


Proceedings were held upon them; but 


the ſtrongeſt poſſible proof was given, en the 


information was thought untrue, becauſe I. 


will not fo groſsly libel Lord North, as to 
ſuppoſe 1 that three ſeveral times ſubſequent. 


to his knowledge of thoſe tranſactions, he 
ſhould have propoſed to the legiſlature to 
appoint Mr. Haſtings Governor General of 


| Bengal, if he had the ſlighteſt doubt of his 


integrity, or had conceived the information 
of Nundcomar was of the leaſt conſequence. | 
In the courſe of your political contention 


with his lordſhip, you never repreſented him 


in ſo unfavourable a light as he muſt appear 
in to thoſe who give the leaſt credit to the 


information of Nundcomar. 


I now come to the ſecond ſtory, that of 
Deby Sing, which Mr. Burke related with 
ſuch circumſtances 'of horror, that it pro- 
duced the moſt N effects 1 in Weſt> 
minſter Hall. | 
| I pledge myſelf to prove to you, that in the 
ſtate- 


& 3 
ſtatement which Mr. Burke gave of the buſi- 
neſs of Deby Sing, he was guilty of deliberate, 
ſyſtematic, and intentional miſrepreſentation f 
throughout; and that he actually was in 

poſſeſſion of thoſe documents from which I 
will prove the aſſertion. I make. I know 
the importance of the taſk. I have voluntarily 
impoſed upon myſelf ; and that after ſuch a 
declaration, if I, fail in my proofs I ſhall 
juſtly be deemed a baſe calumniator, unwor- 
thy the name of a man, or 4 of 
Gentlemen. 1 | 

My firſt aſſertion is, that at the moment 

Mr. Burke accuſed Mr. Haſtings as reſpon- 
ſible for the cruelties ſuppoſed to have been 
committed by Deby Sing, he was in poſſeſſion 
of complete evidence, and had peruſed it, 
which proved, that if all the accuſations 
brought againſt Deby Sing had been true, 
Mr. Haſtings could not poſlibly be accounts 
able for them. | 

The: next is, that Mr. Burke: a have 
diſcovered; if he had taken the proper means, 
whether the accuſations were true or falſe. 
And the third aſſertion that I make is, 
that after a very ſerious and ſolemn inveſti- 
gation upon oath, made by gentlemen ap- 
* not 1 Mr. Haſtings, but by the ſu- 
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preine* Council 3 in his abſence, it has been 
Proved, that the moſt dreadful of thoſe cru- 


B10 


'N elties which Mr. Burke ſtated, never were 
committed at all. 


The only difficulty which I than find, 1 
be to bring the matter before you in a ſmall | 


compaſs; but I think I can ſtate 1 it to plainly 
that it muſt be underſtood, = 


In the month of February, ſt 1, Mr. 


$ Haſtings changed the whole ſyſtem which he 
had eſtabliſned in 1773 for collecting the reve- 


nues of Bengal, and adopted that which con- 


tinues, with very trifling variation, to the 


preſent moment in Bengal, and was adopted, 
by Lord Macartney, at Madras, during the 


late war. Upon this alteration Mr. Burke 


has made many very ingenious remarks, and 


he has repreſented it as made, for the exprefs 


purpoſe of throwing the whole power of Ben- 


gal into the hands of Mr. Haſtings. The 
Gentlemen who 'were firſt appointed Mem- 
bers of the Committee of Revenue were, Mr. 
| Anderſon , Mr. Shore, Mr. Chartres, and Mr. 


Croftes, and; afterwards, Mr. Evelyn. In 


| theſe Gentlemen was veſted, under the con- 


enn 


troul of the Governor-General and Council, 
the entire management of the reuenues of 


Bengal, Bahar, and Oriſſa. 
The 


t 2s. 1 
The firſt material act of the new Board, in 
1781, was to form the Settlement of Bengal, 
which they did, at a conſiderable increaſe upon 
the former year's revenues, and at a moment 
of general diſtreſs. | 
On the 19th of November; 1761 when 
Mr. Haſtings was at Chunar, Mr. Shore, the 
acting Preſident, and his Committee, wrote a 
letter to the Council, in which-they ſtated; 
that they had accepted the propoſals of Rajah 
HDeby Sing, for the farm of Dinagepore; and 
they add, He has been always employed 
iin Revenue Offices of the firſt public truſt; 
« and his abilities, and indefatigable atten- 
t tion to buſineſs,” are well known. The 
« meaſure will, we hope, meet with your 
% approhation z and to our choice of the 
man; no objection can, we eee be 
0 made.” | 
The Committee alſo be wers Deby Sing 
Dewan of Dinagepore, and he took, in the 
name of his brother, the diſtricts of Rung- 
pore, and Edracpore, in farm, for two years, 
As the ground of his whole argument, 
without which it could not ſtand for a mo- 
ment, Mr. B Burke aſſumed and affirmed, that 
E | Deby 


26 1 
Deby Sing was appointed to theſe offices, 
through the influence of Gunga Govind Sing. 
the Dewan of the Committee of Revenue; 
and that this appointment had, though in 
what manner was not clearly explained, a 
connection with the money which Mr. Haſt- 
ings received as a prefent from Dinagepore, 
conſequently Mr. Haſtings was accountable 
for all Deby Sing's acts. N 
But the firſt aſſertion he knew to be com- 
pletely unfounded when he made it, from 
the pointed evidence given to his Committee 
by Mr. Anderſon, in reply to queſtions OM 
by Mr. Burke himſelf, 
The ſecond he knew to be 0 alſo, becauſe. 
the money received by Mr. Haſtings from 
Dinagepore, was a peſhcuth on the ſucceſſion 
of the new Rajah, which was received by inſtal- 
ments, and paid into the Company's Treaſury, 
on the firſt and ſecond of November, 1790, as 
Mr. Larkins's letter proves: and Deby Sing 
had no connection with Dinagepore, until 
April, 278 1. He was Dewan to the Provincial 
Council of Moorſhedabad in the month of 
November, 1780, and for two months after. 
So that whether Mr. Haſtings acted right 
or wrong, in receiving large ſums of money 
| wt for 


1 

for the Company's uſe, at a time when the 
preſervation of India depended upon the rea- 
lization of every rupee, that could be pro- 
cured, it is proved, beyond contradiction, 
that the appointment of Deby Sing had no 


ſort of connection with that preſent. 3 


I now proceed to prove to you, that whe- 
ther the accuſations againſt Deby Sing were 
well or ill founded, Mr. Haſtings could not, 
as Mr. Burke well knew, under any poſſible 
canſtragian, be accountable for them. 
Deby Sing farmed the diſtriẽts of Dinage=: 
pore, &c. for two years, from April, 1781, . 
The firſt year he . fulfilled his engagements 
with a punctuality ſuperior to any other renter - 
ae Towards the cloſe of the ſecond 
yeal that is in January, 1783, an inſurreg - 
U broke out in Rungpore, Which was. 
quelled by the exertion of a military force, 
and the activity of Mr. Goodlad, the Engliſh 
Reſident in the Province, . On. his reporting 
the tranſaction to the Committee of Revenue, f 
they very properly ordered one of their aſe 
ſiſtants, Mr. Patterſon, to proceed to Rung⸗ 
pore with particular inſtructions for enquir- 


Peres emen ſo ae an inſur- 
1 oi 211419293 don. 
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rection. Mr. Shore was, at that time, the 
preſiding Member of the Committee. 

On the third of March, 1484, the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Patterſon was notified to the 
Governor General and Council, Mr. Haſtings 
being then preſent, who ſo far from ſhewing 
avour to Deby Sing, or having a wiſh | 
to ſcreen him, wrote back to the Com- 
mittee, We direct that he be imme 
« diately removed, and ſome other perſon 
appointed in his ſtead, as we are convinced 
we fair ergul, can never be made whilſt be 
* remains in authority. If it thall appear on 
8 enquiry that he is innocent of the 
ao charges which have been alledged againſt 

him, we will indemnify him for his tem- 
ee porary ſuſpenſion from the ſervice.” This 
was the firſt interference of Mr. Keen in 

the buſineſs of Deby . * 

Mr. Patterſon pr occeded | to Rosgpers 
made two reports to the Committee of Reve⸗ 
nue, enumerating all thoſe horrid eruelties 
which Mr. Burke ſeemed to have ſo much 
pleaſure i in detailing. The Committee called 

upon, Mr. Patterſon for his proofs. He grew 
baum, and Fe ee enſued. In 
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| oy Mr. Patterſon. Tr, Wi” £. tec; 
The Gentlemen Appell were Mets. 
Ne Ogilvie, and Broughton, whom Mr. 
Burke twice poſitively affirmed to be junior to 
Mr. Patterſon, although they were in fact 


his 


i 


theſe altereations the remainder of the-years 


7 paſſed overs! in . 
In February, 1784, Mr. Haſtings left Cal- 
cutta, and proceeded to Lucknow. On the 


31ſt of March, 1784, Mr. Wheler, Sir John 


Macpherſon, and Mr. Hables, took into con- 


ſideration the Committee of Revenue's report 
of Mr, Patterſon's g inveſtigation, which h ach 


not been delivered until the ayth of January. 
The Board met four days, morning and even- 
ing, to read all the proceedings, and all Mr. 
Patterſon's tranſlated papers, which were very 
voluminous; and then Mr. Wheler, Mr. 
Macpherſon, and Mr. Stables, reſolved una- 
rimoutly, that Deby Sing ſhould be imme- 
diately arreſted: and confined, and his pro- 
perty ſecured ; that Mr. Goodlad ſhould be 


ordered to attend the Board, to anſwer to the 


charges which appeared againſt him; and that 
a commiſſion of three covenanted ſervants 
ſhould be appointed to inveſtigate effectually 
the accuſations brought b e Sing, 


WE. + 

his feniors by three years, in the ſervice! 
Would you, or any man, ſuppoſe, from the 
terms in which theſe appointments were 
mentioned, that Mr. Haſtings was eight 
hundred miles diſtant at the time, and knew 
nothing of the meaſure until it was effected? 
and whether the Members of the Supreme 
Council, two of whom are now in England, 
decided wiſely, or unwiſely, in forming a 
commiſſion, and not including Mr. Patter- 
fon in it, or in permitting him to go to 
Rungpore, though he was excluded from the 
commiſſion, is of little moment to enquire; 
for Mr. Haſtings had nothing directly or indi- 
rectly to do with any part of the buſineſs. The 
ſame unfortunate ſpirit of contention again 
broke out. Months elapſed with appeals to 
the Supreme Council from the Commiſſi- 
oners, from Mr. Patterſon, from Deby Sing. 
and from the Committee; and wWwhen Mr. 
HFaſtings returned to Calcutta in N nen 
1784, no report had been delivered, nor was 
any viſible ee made in ſo extraoninary ; 
2 OVID 7 ito). 
Mr. Haſtings hering sed his "I at the 
Rowink/ à letter was written to the Commiſ- 


—— the 17th n reminding 
_ 


5 % e 
them of the length of time that had clapſed 
ſince the date of their commiſſion, and de- 
ſiring to know what further time they would 
want to complete the enquiry. The Com- 
miſſioners in reply ftate the cauſes of delay; 
but the Board, Mr. Haſtings being preſent, - 
peremptorily ordered that the enquiry ſhould 
cloſe on the 28th-of February, 1785. ' This 
was the laſt interference 4 Mr. ! in ' the 
bufinefs of Deby Sing. 6 

On the-1ſt of February, 178 5, Mr. Haſt- 
ings reſigned the ſervice, and on that day 
ended all his reſponſibility in this affair. 1 affirm, 
that when Mr. Burke made his ſpeech, he 
knew the facts, which I have ſtated, as com- 
pletely as I now know them, ſince we both 
draw our information from the ſame public 
documents; and Mr. Burke could not have 
miſrepreſented the whole proceedings ſo groſs- 
ly, without having read all that was . 1 
to diſcover the following truths. ts 

1ſt. That the peſhcuſh or preſent frat : 
Dinagepore was paid into the Companyis:« 
Treaſury in the month of November, 18 
24. That Deby Sing had no appointments 
of 1 — in a as until it Abr. 


10 mer a 


— 


1 32 J 
178 1, five months ſubſequent to * receipt 
of that money. N 
3d. That he was e ee for the ap- 
pointments which he then received, by Mr. 
D. Anderſon; and that they were conferred 
upon him againſt the remonſtrances of Gunga 
Govind Sing, as Mr. Burke well knew from 
the evidence of Mr. Anderſon. 
4th. That Mr. Shore, (whoſe good opinion 
of Deby Sing was univerſally known) in Mr. 
Haſtings's abſence, wrote a public. letter to 
the Board, in which he ſays, Deby Sing 
has been always employed in Revenue 
« Offices of the firſt public truſt, and his 
« abilities and indefatigable attention to Ph. 
« ſineſs are well known, &c.” 
| sth. That he held his farms at a A © 
able increaſe upon the former ſettlement, not 
as a matter of favour, but becauſe he v was the 
beſt bidder. | 
6th. That his engagement WAS for two 
years, from. April, 1781. 
7th. That the firſt year's revenues were 
paid, by him, without balance or complaint. 
2th. That an inſurrgction broke out in 
Rungpore towards the oe of the ſecond 
year. 
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gth. That on information having been 
Pow to the Committee of Revenue, they de- 


puted one of their own aſſiſtants, Mr. Pat- 
terſon, to enquire into the cauſes of 1 it, in- 
veſting him with full powers. 


roth. That the Governor General and | 
Council ordered Deby Sing ta, be remoyed, 
from a conviction that no fair enquiry. could 


take place if he were continued in office, but 


promiſed to indemnify him if his innocence 


ſhould be proved; and that Mr. Haſtings, 
who thought leſs favourably of Deby Sing 
than Mr. Anderſon or Mr. Shore did, was 
the perſon who cauſed this order to be iſſued. 


11th. That Mr. Patterſon, in his reports, 


| accuſed Deby Sing as the author of the in- 
ſurrection, by his cruelties and oppreſſions. 


12th. That the Committee of Revenue 


.called upon Mr. Patterſon for proofs of his 


aſſertions. : 
.13th. That Mr. dannen returned to Cal- 


| cats: with a number of vouchers, and made 
a further report in September, 1783. 


- 14th. That Mr. Shore, in October, 178 3» 


Hd a. variety of Remarks. upon Mr. Pat- 
terſon's proceedings, amongſt which are the 


following: The complaints are ſtated by 


N . : F p 150 6c Mr. 
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«© Mr; Patterſon to have been univerſal; and 
* he remarks that this and the public noto- 
ce riety of the tranſactions were, in themſelves, 
ce almoſt ſufficient to preclude the neceſſity 
ce of ſpecific proof; but that the Committee 
© cannot allow any thing to be fact without 
« its particular document and vouchers. - I 
© know not whence he was authorized to 
te make this laſt aſſertion, and lay down the 
t opinion of the Committee for them, nor 
te can I agree with him in the juſtice of the 
ce preceding remark. Mr. Patterſon has, it 
t js true, been frequently reminded of the 
e neceſſity of laying before the Committee 
e the vouchers, proofs, and documents, on 
e which he himſelf had formed a decided 
« Opinion. When the voice of a whole people, 
« as Mr. Patterſon aſſerts, calls out againſt 
ce oppreſſion, it cannot ſurely be difficult to obtain, 
« from among ft thouſands of complainants, ſa- 
* tr5fattory evidence of the charges exhibited. 
& Moſt of the crimes alledged are, in their 
nature, capable of paſiti ve and ſpecific proof” 
<* If the opinion delivered by Mr. Patterſon _ 
ce on the 17th of June was founded on evi- 
* dence, and not upon mere accuſation, I de- 
< fire to know where that evidence appears; 
2 ve : and 


* 


U 
i 
i 
1 
19 
1 
4s 1.7 
| 1 
* 
( J 
4 i 
I 
[ 
Ll . 
1 
4 ! 
i 
1 142 
\ i 
[ 
7 
0 
14 
1 44 
1 ik ' 
: 
* 
[] 
_— | 
\ 
i. 
{1 
4 
jt 
U : 
7 
LY 
{4 x 
1 q 


5 
__m______—_—— HR 5ð , ,  — — _ I — Ln — ww ˙ ll TT RR 
* — — K — 
— — — —_— —.— — —— —— — 
— —— 5 


— — _ — 2 — 0 * 

2 — ———— — . — — 
———— —— ——— T 

— — — — —— — — — ' 

A 94 —_— - — 


Me e | 
“ and until heſhall produce it, I have a right 
e promounce his opinion, as * heve given, 
e premature. 

From the induſtry with which the ac- 

“ cuſations againſt Deby Sing have been 
* circulated in Calcutta, few perſons, I be- 
4 lieve, are ignorant of them; and to thoſe 
<* uninformed, the conduct of the Committee 
< will appear in a doubtful light, for not 
ee puniſhing a man who is ſuppoſed guilty 
of ſuch violent and flagrant acts of in- 
.< juſtice-and oppreſſion ; but I am not, for 
« my own part, diſpoſed to admit cenſure 
ce where I am conſcious of not deſerving it. 
“ Guilt muſt be proved before puniſhment 

can be inflicted; and whilſt the deciſion of 
the Committee is protracted by delays on 
e the part of Mr. Patterſon, and depends, 
e upon proofs, to be produced by him, it is 
<« a juſtice I owe to myſelf and the Commit- 
< tee; to ſtate the real cauſe of the delay. 

- 15th.” That the altercation between the 
Committee of Revenue and Mr. Patterſon, de- 
layed the Committee's report until the 27m 

of January, 1784. | | 

- I6th.. That Mr. Haſtings was they about 
to proceed to:Lucknow, and left Calcutta the 
Meth F 2 l 17th 


6 36 ] 
17h of Feb. 1784, Mr. Macpherſon being 
abſent for the recovery of his health. 

17th. That on the 6th of March, 1784, 
Mr. Macpherſon being returned, and Mr. 
Haſtings at Lucknow, the Board proceeded 
to take into conſideration the Report of the 
Committee of Revenue, the Members preſent 
being Mr. Wheeler, who is dead, Sir John 


Macpherſon, and Mr. Stables, who are both 


in England. 
18th. That they met four days, morning 
and evening, to read the report, and Mr. 
Patterſon's papers. | 
i9th. That after r Tead tlic papers, 
they unanimouſly determined to call Mr. 
Goodlad to Calcutta, to confine Deby Sing 
to ſecure his effects, and to appoint Commiſ- 
ſioners to inveſtigate the Charges en, 
- Deby Sing and Mr. Goodlad. N 
ꝛ20oth. That theſe Commiſſioners were deer 
years older in the ſervice than Mr. Patterſon. 
21ſt. That the following oath was admini- 
ſtered to Mr. Pote and the other n 
ſioners 
« J. Edward E. Pote, lay appointed by4tie 
Governor-General and Council, a Member 
of the Commiſſioners, to * into the 


cauſe 


t # ; 27 


| _— of the diſturbances and inſurrections 
lately prevailing in the Province of Rungpore 
and Dinagepore, and into the complaints pre- 
ferred againſt Rajah Deby Sing, for alledged 
oppreſſion during the period of his farm of 
the ſaid Provinces, do ſolemnly promiſe, and 
ſwear, that I will truly, and faithfully, and'to 
the beſt of my ability and judgment, execute 
the truſt repoſed in me by the ſaid Commiſ- 
ſion; and that I will exert myfelf to the ut 

midſt to collect the beſt poſſible evidence rela- 
tive to the eruelties and oppreſſions charged 
to Deby Sing, ſo that the whole truth fhall, 
to the beſt of my abilities, be brought before 

the Governor General and Council, to guide 
their judgment and ultimate deciſion; and 
that, in my execution of this commiſſion, I 
will not accept of, receive, or derive, in any 

manner, Ane, or indirectiy, any emolu- . 

ment or advantage whatever, except ſuch as 
ſhall be publicly ee eee 


General and Council. 8 2 


A2ad. That Mr. Patterſon obtained per- | 
miſſion, _ the nc; to ee to 
Rungpore. 

23d. That hc diſputes broke out be⸗ | 
deen M _ 1 and the Commiſſtoners. 
24th. That 
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- 24th. That Mr. Patterſon returned to 
Calcutta, in or before November, 1784. 
25th. That he complained to the Board of 
the Committee of n ant BE the Com- 


miſſioners. 


26th. That the Comaiting ;uſtifed them 
ſelves, and demanded ſome ſatis faction for the 
calumnies of Mr. Patterſon ; and that the 
Governor-General and Council-cenſured him 
for his'intemperance. h 
27th. That Mr. Haſtings returned to 


Calcutta in November, 1784. 


28th. That the ee on his re- 


turn, were ordered to make their report. 


. 29th. That they requeſted : further time, 
and were allowed to the 28th of February, 
1785, the Board, Mr. Haſtings preſent, de- 
claring that they had had time enough to 
make their report. 

Zoth. That Mr. Goodlad nn prayed: | 


the Board to pronounce nen * mw 


conduct. 
31ſt. That Mr. Ie ene thought Mr. 


| Goodlad' s defence upon each and all the 


charges, ſtrong in his favour, but wiſhed to 
wait for the Commiſſioners e before a 


final judgment was paſſed. 
4 | "ann. This 


. 


32d. That on the ſame. day, Jan. 21 „ 178 „ 
Mr. Haſtings declared he entirely acquitted 8 
Mr. Goodlad, and added, Whatever crimes 
« may be eſtabliſhed againſt Rajah Deby 
Sing, it does not follow that Mr. Goodlad _ 
« was reſponſible for them; and I fo well 
e know the character and abilities of Deby 
Sing, that I can eaſily conceive, that it was 
in his power both to commit the enormities 
ce which are laid to his charge, and to con- 
e ceal the grounds of them from Mr. Good- 
n ES 

33d. That Mr. Haſtings quitted India on 
the 1ſt of February, 178 5. 5 

I have now, Mr. Fox, regularly brought 
down this ſtory of Deby Sing to the day Mr. 
Haſtings left India. I haye made uſe of no 
other materials than thoſe which Mr. Burke 
poſſeſſed; and I defy any man living to cri- 


minate Mr. Haſtings for any one part of his 


conduct in it; yet as Mr. Burke told it, the 
Lord Chancellor, and the Duke of Richmond, 
were induced to affirm, as honeſt, juſt, and 
conſcientious men, that the articles before 
the Lords ſunk to utter inſignificance, when 
compared with Mr. Burke's opening matter; 


not 


and that he would be a calumniator if he did 


. 

not bring it forward in ſuch a ſhape as 
ſhould enable Mr. Haſtings to meet it. Has 
Mr. Burke done this, or can he do it? Will 
he ſupport, in the Houſe of Commons, his 
aſſertion, that Mr. Haſtings ſet up Coſſim 
Ally Cawn ; that he was preſent and inter- 
preted on the buſineſs of the three ſeals; or 
that he is accountable for the ſuppoſed cruelties 
of Deby Sing? I affirm he will not, But the 
hiſtory of Deby Sing affords ſo uſeful a lef- 
ſon, that I will continue the ſtory. Me. 
Haſtings has done with it. 

The Commiſſioners, after Mr. Haſtings 8 
departure, repreſented, that much longer time 
was neceſſary to enable them to make a full 
report than the Council had allowed, who 
gave them to the iſt of May; and be- 
ing at length returned to Calcutta, they, on 
the 29th of October, 178 5, made their firſt 
report: repreſentations were alſo received 
from Mr. Goodlad, and Mr. Patterſon; and 
on the 23d of February, 1786, the Board 
acquitted Mr. Goodlad, deeming ſome parts 
of his conduct imprudent and reprehenſible; 
and adding, that he ſhould be again employ- 
ed © whenever the Board find a fit oppor- 
<* tunity of — themſelves of his ſer- 

1 © vices.” 


+ | 
& vices.” The Board * of Sir John 
Macpherſon, General Sloper, Mr. Seung, and 
Mr. Stuart. 
bn the 25th of April, 1586, the Com- 
mander in Chief (Sir Robert Sloper) moved, 
that an early day be fixed for the trial of 
Rajah Deby Sing ; and the Board determined 
that the Governor-General ſhould appoint 
as early a day as could be conveniently prac 
ticable. Here we loſe fight of the buſineſs 


totally during Sir John Macpherſon's admi- 


niſtration. On the 11th of September, 1786, 
Earl Cornwallis arrived in Bengal, accompa- 
nied by Mr. Shore, who found this ſtrange 
affair of Deby Sing as much undecided as it 
had been when he left Bengal nineteen 
months before; but on the 1 8th of Octo- 
ber, the preparer of Reports ſtated, 
that there were ſeveral petitions unde- 
cided upon, referred to him on the. 7th of 
September; amongſt the reſt was one from 
Deby Sing, praying for a deciſion on the 
charges againſt him. | 

The public officer remarks upon this pe- 
tition, that the report of the Commiſſioners 
has been lying before the Board for ſeveral 

1 88 months 
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months paſt. It was then reſolved that it 
ſhould be taken into conſideration after the 
Swallow's diſpatch—that is, in November or 
December, 1786. ' 


On the 8th of December, 1786, Earl Corn- 
wallis delivered in to the Council the follow- 
ing Letter, which he had received from Mr, 
SGoodlad. It contains the beſt anſwer that 
can be given to all that Mr. Burke faid 
_ againſt that Gentleman in his n 


. 

5 431 * LORD, 5 
IN the month of April, 1781 1 was ap- 
pointed Collector of Rungpore, and in 
the ſame month a general ſettlement of the 
lands took place. The Provinces of Rung- 
: pore, Dinagepore, and Goragaut, were given 
in farm at an encreaſed rent, to Rajah Deby 
Sing, for the term of two years, and the far- 
mer placed under my ſuperintendence. Dur- 
ing the firſt year the farmer fulfilled His en- 
gagements to Government, with a punctua- 


lity TRY to any other renter in Bengal. 
In 


FAY ON OO. 43 
In the ſecond year (though the ſettlement of 
Rungpore, made by the farmer with his 
under-renters, was near half a lack of rupees. 

leſs than his engagements with Government) 
towards. the expiration of his leaſe, part of 
the diſtrict roſe in arms againſt him, when 
not half of the revenue of the year was rea- 
lized ; murdered ſuch of his officers as they 

could ſeize, erected a Nabob and government 
among themſelves, - raiſed contributions, 
marched through ſundry parts of the diſtrict 
in arms, compelled' ſuch natives as were 
peaceably inclined to join them in oppoſition 
to all authority, and by proclamation forbad 
all payments of revenue to Government 
whatever. To quell ſo formidable an inſur- 
rection, I was obliged, after trying every 
lenient meaſure, ta have recourſe to military 
aid; ſome lives were loſt ; but in about a 
month, I had the happineſs to ſubdue the in- 
ſurgents, and reſtore peace to the diſtrict. 
Senſible that I had been involved in difficul- 
ties of the moſt ſerious nature, and ſuch as, 1 

believe, no Collector before ever had to en- 
counter, I repreſented, as was my duty, all | 
the particulars of the inſur rection to the 
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Honourable Board, and requeſted,” in the 
moſt urgent terms, that my conduct might 
undergo the ſtricteſt inveſtigation. To this 
application I received no reply; and ſhortly 
afterwards I repaired to Calcutta, During 
my ftay there I never was called upon. On 
the contrary, the farmer's leaſe being expired, 
I was remanded to my original appointment of 
Rungpore, which was ſolely put undermy own. 
management; and I had the happineſs of rea- 
Hzing my revenue without balance or com- 
plaint. Prior to this, on the inſurrection 
being quelled, the Gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee of Revenue appointed Mr. Paterſon 
to inveſtigate into the cauſes of it. On the 
peruſal of Mr. Paterſon's report, the Hon. 
Board conceiving that there were ſome parts 
of it that reflected on me, called me to Cal- 
 cutta, and at the ſame time gave my diſtrict 
in charge to Mr. Peter Moore, while my con- 
duct ſhould undergo an inveſtigation. I 
repaired to the Preſidency at a warning of 
three days: and after remaining there two 
months, a liſt of charges was delivered to me 
by the Honourable Board for my reply. 
E his was more than cightcen months after 


the 
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the inſurrection had taken place. The Ho- 


nourable Board having gone through Mr. 


Paterſon's report, and finding it incomplete, 
appointed a commiſhon of three, Company's 
ſervants, to inveſtigate the farmer's conduct. 
The charges, brought againſt me, remained in 
full force. I delivered my reply to theſe 
charges to the Honourable Board; and Mr. 
Haſtings (who had. been abſent all this time 
at Lucknow) being returned to Calcutta, on 
the peruſal of my replies, entered a minute at 
the Board exculpating me in the moſt ample 
manner from all the charges. This was in 
the month of Jan. 1785. The majority of the 
Board thinking a further inveſtigation was {till 
neceſlary,refer red my anſwers to the inquiry of 
the Gentlemen of the Commiſſionat Rungpare, 
at the ſame time ſending Mr. Paterſon a copy 
of my replies, and calling on him for the 

proof of his charges exhibited againſt me, 
The Commiſſioners, after their return to 
Calcutta, delivered in their report concerning 


me. Mr. Moore, who had been left in charge 15 


of my diſtrict, during the inveſtigation into 


my conduct, returned to England in the 


the month of Angult: aud Mr. Amherſt 


| wha 
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who nad acted as afliſtant to me, and Mr. | 
Moore, was left to conduct the buſineſs of 
Rangpore during the continuance of the 
enquiry. It was ſome time before the Ho- 
nourable Board entered on the Commiſſio- 
ner's report, on the charges exhibited againſt 
me by Mr. Paterſon. But juſt before they 
commenced this inveſtigation, Mr. Amherſt, 
my affiſtant, was removed from the tempo=- 
rary charge of the collections of Rungpore, 
to be aſſiſtant to the Collector of Chupra. 
The Gentlemen of the Committee of Reve- 
nue were ordered to appoint a perſon to take 
charge in conſequence of his removal; and 
Mr. M Dowall being nominated, the Ho- 
nourable Board approved of the nomination. 
On this footing Mr. M*Dowall {till holds the 
ſtation unleſs ſome ſubſequent mode of ap- 
pointment has taken place that Jam ignorant 
of: the Honourable Board, on the 23d of 
February laſt, having peruſed the Commil- 
ſioners report on the charges exhibited againſt 
me by Mr. Paterſon, amply acquitted me; 
and in confirmation of it, granted me my 
allowances as Collector of Rungpore during 
the two years I had been detained in Calcutta 


on 


13 1 


on tlns buſineſs. In conſequence of this ac- 
| quittal, 1 applied to the Honourable Board on 
the roth of March; for leave to return to my 
Collectorſhip of Rungpore ; but to this mo- 
ment I have never been able to obtain an 
anſwer; or have I received an official diſmiſ- 
ſion from my ſtation... On the contrary, I 
was five months ago ſent to another diſtrict, 
two thirds of which belonged to the Collec- 
torſhip of Rungpore during the inſurrection, 
and had any objections.remained to my rein- 
ſtatement, they, would operate as ſtrongly 
againſt my having any part of my original 
diſtrict, as my having the Nl 
: Such, my Lord, are the particulars of my 
eaſe, which have led me to trouble you with 
the foregoing. narrative. My ſituation., 1 
' conceive to be attended with peculiar hard- 
ſhip; for after having been accuſed, the 
ſtricteſt, and, as I may ſay, double inveſtiga- 
tion made into the charges laid againſt me, I 
ſtand acquitted my allowances are paid me 
for the two years I was detamed on this en- 
quiry, and yet I am not permitted to return 
to my ſtation, although it now appears T was 
called down without cauſe, Under ſuch cir- 
N Cumſtances 
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1 
cumſtances I ſubmit to your Lordſhip's judg- 
ment, if my acquittal can be called full and 
complete, if I am not reinſtated in my for- 
mer appointment. I will not dwell on the 
pecuhiar hardſhip of Mr. M*Dowall being 
ſent to take charge of my ſtation a few days 
before the Board entered on the enquiry into 
my conduct, or the irregularity of Mr. 
M*<Dowall ftill holding the appointment: 
but I appeal to your Lordſhip's juſtice, if 
my claim on my original nomination, will 
not juſtify me in my application to return to 
my original ſtation at Rungpore. Should 
your Lordſhip, on enquiry into the parti- 
culars of what I have above ſtated, deem me 
entitled to the juſtice I have deſired, I take 
the liberty of requeſting you will lay this 

letter before the Honourahle Board: 


3 am, Kc. 


(ned) RK. Goopian: 
„„ 7 8 
Nov. 24. 1786. | | . 1 


Oxpxned 


Mr r. n letter was ordered to lie 
upon the table until the proceedings of the | 
Commiſſioners on Rajah N sing 8 enquiry 
ſhould be taken up. | 
This laſt article cloſes the indem 
which Mr. Burke had before him when | 
he ſpoke in Weſtminſter-hall. He could 
not have ſaid what he did without 
reading thoſe documents which I have read 3 
and he could not read them without know. 
ing that his ſpeech was a groſs and wilful 
miſrepreſentation throughout: but his con- 
duct was as weak, as it was unjuſt. He began 
on the firſt day, by declaring, that he would 
not take the privilege allowed to an advocate; 
he would not aſſert what he could not prove. 
Two days after he ſtated what he knew to be 
falſe. Did he ſuppoſe that no other perſon 
would go over the ſame materials? I have gone 
over them carefully and correctly, and 1 
pledge my honour, and my character, 1 
the fidelity of my account. 

God forbid, Mr. Fox, that I tlicits + wan- ; 
tonly implicate you, or any other Gentle- 
man, in a tranſaction fo thoroughly iniqui- 
tous. . Poſſibly Mr. Burke reſerved Deby 
Sing: for à bon bouche, for, if I am 

H e not 


1 

not much miſtaken, I heard you ſay, when 
he had finiſhed, and while ſome Ladies were 
fainting, and others weeping, that you never 
heard a word of the ſtory before. Poſſibly 
he took vou, as I 199 88 1 85 he did me, by 
ſurprize. 
Mr. Burke has miſtaken the Ac i 
Mr. Paterſon as widelyas he has miſrepreſented 
the buſineſs of Deby Sing. Inſtead of being 
the milk and water Beinz, whom Mr. Burke 
has deſcribed, he is a Gentleman of a very 
lively genius, of infinite wit and humour—a 
moſt pleaſant and chearful companion, for I 
had the pleaſure of knowing him well; and 
I am ſure no perſon will be more ſurprized 
than himſelf, to hear that he ſhould have 
been the cauſe of fo unjuſtifiable an attack 
upon a man he highly REPETL, as I know he 
does Mr. Haſtings. 

Here I ſhould cloſe the account if I did 
not feel an anxiety for the honour of the 
Government of Bengal. -I wiſh to reſcue 
that Government from the juſtice which 
has been done to it. True 1t 1s, I can op- 
poſe to the rhapſodies of Mr. Burke, the de- 
clarations of Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. 
Grenville; of Sir John Macpherſon, Mr. Shore, 

Major 


. 
: 
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on ＋ 
Major Rennel, Mr. IF and fifty other 
Gentlemen of character who have ſpent their 
lives in India. The three firſt have every 
poſſible mode of acquiring authentic infor- 
mation that men can have, who never croſſed 
the line—the others ſpeak from local know- 
ledge; and they all agree inaffirming, that Ben- 
gal has for many years, been the beſt gover ned 
country in Indoſtan, the natives the happieſt 
in India, and their property the beſt ſecured. 
In a country ſo governed, it would be extra- 
ordinary if ſuch cruelties, as Deby Sing was 
accuſed of, had not been inſtantly enquired 
into. Why the deciſion has been ſo long pro- 
tracted, though the ſepoy guard upon the 
perſon of Deby Sing has been withdrawn, 
Lord Cornwallis and his Council have 
explained, by ſaying in their letter, by the 
Ravenſworth, ** that they ſhall proceed, to a 
« deciſion on the merits, as ſoon, as the Va- 
« riety of avocations, in which. their time is 
_ « conſtantly employed, will admit.” The 
voluminous report of the Commiſſioners, . 
made by Gentlemen of character, under the 
folemn ſanction of an oath, 1s now at * 
India Houſe. 
I ſhall content myſelf 2 9 inſerting the 
following extracts from that report, to prove 
H 2 | "=" 
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to you that there was no foundation for 


thoſe dreadful ſtories, which, to relate, was 
an outrage to decency.—l therefore lay to 


the charge of Mr. Burke, the fainting of 


Mrs. Sheridan, the waſte of Mrs. North's 


falts, and the tears of Mrs. Siddons.—The 

report 18 dated, Calcutta, 2 3d March, 1786, | 
and it was received at the India Houſe in 
April, 1788. : 


roth Charge. Putting the nipples of hdr 
= breaſts between cleft bamboes. 


After a very minute examination of the 


ee papers delivered by Mr. Paterſon, we have 


e never been able to diſcover: from whence 
« this charge originated, nor the parties on 
© whom ſuch dreadful tortures had been 
c inflicted : not ſatisfied with examination of 


the papers, we made a very particular pri- 


« vate and public enquiry from numbers of 
„ people of Dinagepore, ſummoned on other 


e complaints, and all the zemindars of Rung- 


* pore, but could get no information, or find 


_ * fon who had ſuffered this puniſhment. 
„Mr. Paterſon * ed, that two years had 


« elapſed; 


any ene who ever heard of ſuch cruetties. 
“We then, on the 27th of March, called 
* upon Mr. Paterſon to point out the per- 


I I 
cc elapſed; "thai be did not recolledt the name of 
« the'partres ; that all the papers were with the 
© Commiſſioners ; that if they could not find the 
« charge among the papers, that 155 wol . re- 
we Port accordingly.” 1 1 30s tots 08 


1 ith Charge. —N. B. I have eraſed the 
words of this charge as too indecent for 
_ Inſertion, though ſtated by Mr. Burke in 
Weſtminſter Hall; you will recollect them. 


This charge appears in the Zebaunbun- 
« dee of Baſdeo Doſs, where it is ſtated, 
« The widow of Gorachund Riott, late 
e mhabitant of Shawdabey, had fire forably , 
« applied to, &c. &c.” On the a th of 
“ February, we ſummoned the widow of Go- 
e rachund Riott of Shawdabey,' named.Pul- 
* launnee, who depoſed that fire never was 
applied to any part of her body. Ram- 
c hurree, whoſe name is ſigned as a witneſs 
to Baſdeo Doſs, Zebaunbundee, depoſes; 
that Baſdeo Doſs, when he read over the 
petition. to him, did not read the circum- 
*« ſtance of a lighted moſhaul (torch) being 
applied to the widow of Gorachund. 
FBaſdeo Doſs, on the roth of April, when 
E called upon to prove this ns: as ſtated 


ws,” t FR in i 


c 
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in 1 his Zebaunbundee, depoſes, that den nei- 


ther ſaw, or knew, any thing of the parties, 


but heard of ſuch a circumſtance, and 


that he wrote it in his depoſition at the 
deſire of the riotts. 


e enquired, both publicly __ nn 
F numberleſs people of Rungpore, and Di- 
nagepore, and never could learn that ſuch tor- 
ture had ever been inflifted, from whence we 
conclude that the charge is not true, becauſe 


the puniſhment is ſo dreadful in its nature, 
that if it had been inflifted it muſt have been 
known and brought forward. 
% Bolanaut, in his depoſition on the 22d 


| of March ſays, that the ſtory originated 


from the people of Dinagepore, ede 
the aumlah of Dhee Jumtah. 

« Among the tranſlated papers, delivered 
by Mr. Paterſon, there are other petitions 


< ſtating various ſeverities and cruelties; one, 


in particular, ſigned by five witneſſes, in 
which it is ſtated, that women were ſtrip- 


ped ſtark naked, and burnt from the waift 
downwards. 


* Out of the five ſubſcribers to the above com- 


te plaint, we examined four, the fifth not being 


640 


to be * who all n depoſed that they 


«K never 


"IF," 


* 
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ce neuer beard of. ſuch a circumſtance ; never 


l 
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cc 


« ſigned the petition, nor authorized any one fo 
c fgn ſuch petition in their names. 
Kerperam Bhoſe, many years a reſident 


of Dinagepore, long entruſted with conſi- 


derable employ in the collections of that 


cc: 


diſtrict, againſt whom many of thoſe 


charges appear, has given his reply, entered 
in Appendix, No, 19, to which we beg leave 
to refer your Hon. Board. The accuſation 
given by Kerperam, againſt Mr. Paterſon, 
the preſent ſituation of Kerperam conſider- 


ed, does not appear to us to merit atten- 
tion. | ; 


Having now laid before your Honour- 
ce 


able Board an abſtract from our proceed- 
ings, relative to our enquiry into the cru- 


elties ſtated to have been exerciſed on the 
riotts of Dhee Jumtah in realizing. the 
revenue, we hope it will be found as full 
* as the conciſeneſs required by your orders 
will admit. 


It will doubtleſs appear a matter of ſur- 
&« prize, as well as of the greateſt ſatisfattion to 
« your Honourable Board to learn, that the mg 


ec 


dreadful of the cruelties, flated in My. Pater- 


ec Jo's s letter, to have been exerci ſed to enforce 


cc the 
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ee the payment of revenue in Dhee Jumtah, have 
10 exiſtence, But when your Honourable 
* Board ſball recolle the mode in which theſe 
e charges have been brought forward, the ſur- 
« prize will ceaſe, particularly when it is con- 
* fidered the moſt dreadful charges aroſe, not 
« from the voluntary complaint of ſufferers 
applying for redreſs and juſtice, but from 
* the depofitions of Nunderam, Sufail, and 
« Baſdeo Doſs, men whoſe mi ſconduct had 
« ſubjefted them either to puniſhment, or ap- 
« prebenſion of puniſhment, and therefore 
* anxious to ſhelter : themſeſves under a prior 
« accuſation. _ | MS 
« We muſt further 3 that the 
parties ſubſcribing to the complaints taken 
« in the Mofuſſil, were never confronted 
with the accuſed, nor can we find that any 
% examination wasever made into the charges 


« ſubſcribed to, therefore a latitude, if not 


* an encouragement, for accuſation, was 
* given to the riotts without fear of de- 
« tection of a falfe complaint, or a poſſi- 
« bility of diſeriminating the true from the 
_ « falſe complaints: and an opportunity pre- 
« ſented to the riotts of evading, at leaſt of 
2 * the * of the balances 

cc 7 
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juſtly due to the former, by a repreſentation 


* of their ſuffering under ſuch unheard-of 
© cruelties. Hourly experience proves that 
© there is no language of complaint which the 
natives will not agopt, to evade the payment 
© of thetr revenue.” 

eben circumſtances, taken 1 into conſide- 
ration, will explain to your Honourable 
Board the cauſe that ſuch dreadful cruelties 


ſhall appear as charges; yet, upon enquiry, 
be unſupported by proof. It will alſo ac- 
count for the duplicates of petitions ap- 
pearing with the ſame fignatures, and 
explain why the ſubſcribers to various 
complaints, when called upon to prove 


the oppreſſion, diſavow the fignature or 
knowledge of the circumſtance ſubſeril bed to 
In their names. 

“It is our duty to remark, that Nunde- 


ram, Suful, and Baſdeo Doſs, whoſe com- 


| plaints are the foundation of the charges 
given in Mr. Paterſon's letter of the 21ſt 


of September, 1783, all of them abſconded 


on receiving their ſummons to attend this 


commiſſion ; Nunderam beat, and eſcaped 


from, our people, who ſerved the fummons 
upon him; that the three concealed them- 


I | «« ſelves 


1 


te felves for ſome months, and were not 
4 produced without great trouble and delay; 
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that Nunderam, and.Suful, did not make 
ſimilar complaints to Mr. Paterſon, while 
at Rungpore, where they were confined as 
the ringleaders in the inſurrection of the 


Dhu. But on Mr. Paterſon's going over 


to Dinagepore, they were ſent for from 
Rungpore to Dinagepore, where they, 
with Burder Doſs, who had been puniſhed | 
by the Rajah for his oppreſſion and plunder 
of the riotts, gave in thoſe Zebaunbundees 
in which theſe charges are contained, 
ſome months after the Rajah had left the 


«© provinces and had returned to Calcutta. 


It now remains to be. conſidered how 


cc 
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far ſuch of theſe ſeverities as have been 
proved, can be attributed to the Rajah, 
or be conſidered as reſulting from his ex- 
actions, knowledge, or inſtruction. 

«. We have already ſhewn, that in the ſet- 
tlement of Dhu Jumtah, for the firſt year 
of the Rajah's leaſe, he farmed out the 
Purgunnah to Ramnarrain, at a ſettle- 
ment of 5,714 rupees leſs than the ſettle- 


ment of the preceding year, as will appear 
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1 | 
by a reference to the Appendix, No. 20, 
containing the ſettlement of Dhu Jumtah 
for the two years of the Rajah's leaſe, 


drawn from papers delivered to the Com- 


miſſion, by Okal Kiſhen Doſs, Colleychurn, 
and Balanaut, the Zemendarru Aumlah of 


the Dhu.-—In the ſecond year of his leaſe 


the Rajah made a ſettlement with the 
riotts, allowing them a further deduction 


of 5,490 rupees on the Jumma of the for- 


mer year, of which ſettlement there was a 
balance due of rogues. 8,689 at the end of 
the year. 


At the ſettlement made with the riotts 


of Dhu jumtah for 1,190, they delivered 

in a paper of requeſt for certain indulg- 
ences to the Rajah: a tranſlate of this pa- 
per, and the Rajah's anſwers to the re- 
quelts, is given in Appendix No. 21. 
This paper was delivered to us by Nun- 


deram, the Rajah, in his compliance with 


theſe ſeveral requeſts, appears to have given 

them every indulgence they required. v2 

«* When the deduftions annually given by 

the Rajah on the ſettlement f Dbu Fumtab, 

the Rajah's compliance vi th the requeſt of 

the riotts, and that no complaint F the in- 
| Fs % fliction 
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te fiction of ſeverities and cruelties were made 
&© fo the Rajah are confidered, your Honourable 
«© Board muſt decide, whether the infliction of 
& ſuch ſeverities was either with his approbation 
ar knowledge; and if ſuch complaint had 
&« been made, whether he would not, as in the 
&* inſtances of Ramnarrain, and Baſdeo Doſs, 
te have puniſhed the offenders in proportion to 
ce the enormity of the crime. Yuſtice obliges 
&© us to obſerve, that we have not been able to 
e fix npon the Rajah any knowledge of, or 
«© conſent to, the infliction of ſuch ſeverities as 
& have been proved, except upon Baſdeo Doſs, 
* and Ramnarrain, who were puniſhed, by the 
ce order of the Rajab, for their oppreſſions and 
" plunder of the riotts.” 

Your friends, Mr. Fox, muſt horns la- 
ment the folly and the wickedneſs of a miſre- 
preſentation, attended with ſuch melancholy 
effects, if they have but a very ſmall propor- 
tion of that humanity to which they ſo 
largely pretend. The allegations in the 
articles, ſunk, as it was juſtly obſerved by 
two noble Lords, to utter inſignificance, when 
compared with the matter ſtated in the open- 
ing; and if it were not true, that modern 
patriots have forfeited the confidence of the 

public, 


public, very ſerious conſequences might have 
followed. You are fond of alluding to the 
period of Lord Strafford's trial, and you 
know the violences to which the great and 
the little vulgar then went—but the people 
now generouſly withhold their belief of facts, 
ſtated by men who have ſo often deceived 
them, until Mr. Haſtings him ſelf can be heard. 
There was a time when the word of Mr. 
Burke, or your own, would have paſſed as 
current as the bond of any man who is in the 
habit of paying his tradeſmen's bills but the 
patriotic maſk was thrown off in 1783. The 
Coalition in that year convinced us, that pa- 
triots, to obtain power, will abandon prin- 
ciple and the buſineſs of Mr. Powell, and 
Mr. Bembridge, ſhewed to what lengths 
private intereſts will carry public men. 
Hereafter the people of England will require 
patriotic aſſertions to be n by legal 
proofs. 4 
I will a& that honourable part by Mr. 
Burke, which, as repreſenting the Commons 
of England, it was his bounden duty to have 
acted towards Mr. Haſtings. I accuſe him 
of knowing, when he ſpoke in Weſtminſter- 
hall, that if ſuch horrid cruelties had been 
come 


{ a] 
committed, as he mentioned, it would be im- 
poſſible to impute them to Mr. Haſtings. 
Not all the patriots, and all the lawyers, in 
Great Britain, can exculpate Mr. Burke from 
this charge, or fritter away its enormity. . It 
zs poſſible that Mr. Burke knew not, when 
he ſpoke, what he knows now, that even the 
charge againit Deby Sing was falſe in the moſt 
material parts of it but an honeſt man, be- 
fore he ſtated accuſations as proved facts, would 
have thought himſelf bound, in honour, to 
procure the beſt poſſible information. Mr. 
Burke had ſeen, and converſed with, Sir John 
Macpherſon and Mr. Stables. He might 
alſo have ſummoned Sir Robert Sloper. Theſe 
Gentlemen knew, and would doubtleſs have 
told Mr. Burke, that the moſt dreadful of the 
charges which Mr. Paterſon had received 
againſt Deby Sing, were proved, upon inve- 
ſtigation, to be falſe, eight months before 
they left Bengal. —To allude more par- 
ticularly to them, would be juſtly offenſive 
to every man of honour. Mr. Burke's 
ſtatement was an inſult to every virtuous 
woman who heard him. It was an outrage 
to decency, Had truth been the object of 
his purſuit, he might have diſcovered it, and 
ſpared the tears, the bluſhes, and the falts of 
come 
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compaſſionate beauty. Parliamentary 
orators have ever been allowed to amplify. 
No man has given a wider range to his fancy 
than Mr. Burke. For eight ſucceeding years 
did he join you in expoſing the folly, the im- 
becility, the indolence, and even the treachery 
of Lord North. His panegyricks upon the 
ſame noble Lord, produced not ſuch thunder 
of applauſe. We have ſince heard him ex- 
patiate upon the preſumption of Mr. Pitt— 
and the deſpotiſm and corruption of Mr. 
Dundas. Strong language, too often re- 
peated, loſes its force. —Panegyrick and abuſe. 
are now become equally farcical, for no man 
| hereafter will venture to affirm, that when a 
modern patriot draws the ſword, he throws. 
away the ſcabbard. 
The © Warlike Harry x, ” and the MY 
_ lent Mr. Burke, mw be joint Pay-maſters 
in 


* In the debate upon that excellent bill, which confer- 
red abſolute power upon Earl Cornwallis, Mr. Burke op- 
poſed the meaſure, as Mr. Dodſley tells us, with a torrent 
of eloquence—denied that it was calculated to give energy, 
vigor, and diſpatch to executive government being weak- 
| neſs, debility, and delay. He concluded by thus Irie 
the CONTI! of ſuch a meaſure : 
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in the next adminiſtration; and they may 
agree, as they did when Lord Rockingham 
was living, upon the propriety of anew India 
ſyſtem. 

In Weſtminſter-hall Mr. Burke profiled 
to act upon new principles; ſo far from re- 
quiring that latitude uſed in St. Stephens, he 
diſclaimed even the privilege of an advocate, 
and pledged himſelf not to utter a word that 
he would not prove, either by oral or written 
evidence. 

That he groſsly and wilfully Widget 
ed the hiſtory of Deby Sing; and the three 
ſeals is proved by authentic documents, be- 
yond the power of contradiction: nor was 
Mr. Burke more correct in his ſtatement of 
other points, which had no reference to the 
articles. | 

What man living, who has bean ! in India, 
would have thought it neceſſary to ſay, that 

Mr. Haſtings never interfered with the na- 
tives in their religious ceremonies, unleſs Mr, 
Burke had affirmed the contrary? We have 
been marked, through all the gradations of 


"66 Then ſhall the warlike Harry, like himſelf, 
_ « Aſſume the port of Mars, and, at his heels, 
« Leaſh'd in like hounds, ſhall famine, ſword, and fire, | 
« Crouch for employment.“ 
our 


„ | 
ou? ſervice, for the moſt pointed caution, 
never to interrupt them in their devotions, 
or to treat men, who differed from ourſelves, 
with that contempt, to which, in leſs en- 
; lightened times, the natives of India were 
ſubject, under the Portugueze. For many 
years paſt we have made the laws, cuſtoms, 
hiſtory, and language, of Indoſtan our ſtudy. 
No man has been more diſtinguiſhed in theſe 
ſtudies than Mr. Haſtings, It was by his 
direction that a compilation of the Hindoo 
laws was. completed ; and by his orders, a 
tranſlation of the Mahometan laws was be- 
gun, which is now continued under the ſanc- 
tion of the Court of Directors. The ſtudy 
of the Perſian language is become very ge- 
neral in Bengal, and ſome of our country- 
men have acquired that critical knowledge of 
it, which few natives can boaſt. It is a cir- 
cumſtance, not unworthy notice, that the late 
Mr. George Bogle, when at Thibet, tranſ- 
lated ſomeof Shakſpeare's plays for the Lama; 
and that Captain Jonathan Scott, when at 
Lucknow. with Mr. Haſtings, wrote, by 
deſire of the Nabob Vizier, an abridgement 
of Ancient and Modern Hiſtory, in the Perfian 
language, being the firſt work of the kind 
K 5 that 
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that ever appeared in Indoſtan. It continues 
to be read by every man of education in n the 
Nabob's dominions. 

In oppoſition to theſe facts, we have been | 
deſcribed by Mr. Burke merely as birds of 
prey and paſſage, the plunderers of the pro- 
perty of the natives, and the violators of their 
religion. The ground of the latter aſſertion is 
ridiculous in the extreme. A Court had for 
years been eſtabliſhed in Calcutta, called. the 
Jaut Mall, or Caſt Cutcherry, with a very 
confined juriſdiction. Of this Court, the 
banyan of Mr. Haſtings's predeceſſors, had 
been the Preſident, and his banyan as a matter 
of courſe, continued in the ſame ſituation. 
It was publicly held at the Government 
Houſe, and its deciſions were. invariably ac- 
cording to the known inſtitutes of the Hindoo 
religion. So far from acting under influence, 
it is a fact that Lord Clive was unable to pro- 
cure, for a Hindoo, the caſt that he had loſt, 

by the imprudence of another perſon. 
Equally erroneous was Mr. Burke's infor- 
mation on another occaſion. Speaking for- 
merly of Benares, he ſaid—* But here, Sir, 
© mark the effects of all theſe extraordinary 
| means, of all this policy and juſtice. The 
A revenues f 
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Ws revenues Which had hitherto. been paid 
« with ſuch aſtoniſhing punctuality, fell in- 
«© to arrears. The new Prince Guardian 
e Was depoſed, without ceremony, and with 
Das little, caſt into priſon. The government 
« of this happy country has been in the utmoſt 
** confuſion ever fince ſuch good order was taken 
about it. But to complete the contumely 
offered to this undone people, and to make 
them feel their ſervitude in all its degrada- 
« tion, and all its bitterneſs, the government 
«© of their ſacred city, the government of that 
©. Benares, which had been Jo reſpected by Per- 
« fian and Tartar conquerors, though of the 
e Mahometan perſuaſion, that in the plenitude 
* of their pride, power, and bigotry, no man of 
ee that ſect ever entered the place, was now | 
delivered over, by Engliſh hands, to a 
„% Mahometan; and an Ali Ibrahim Cawn 
* was introduced, under the Company's 
« authority, with power of life and death, 
« into the ſanctuary of the Gentoo religion.” 
The ſpeech from which this very extra- 
ordinary extract was taken, Mr. Burke ſpoke | 
on the 1ſt of December, 1783, when he be- N 
held, in imagination, India at his feet. He 
printed it; and it has been puffed off in Re- 
K 2 views 
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views and Annual Regiſters, as the moſt 
beautiful, ſublime, and finiſhed compoſi- 
r tion that his labours had produced.” It 
may be ſo, if we treat the whole as a novel, 
or attend to it merely as we do to a play 
ated upon Mr. Sheridan's boards in Drury- 
lane. But the aſſertions that J have quoted 
are not merely falſe in fact, but ſo palpably 


falſe, that if Mr. Burke had converſed on the 


ſubject with the youngeſt Enſign in our 
Army, who had ever paſſed Benares even by 
Water, he would have told him, that the firſt 
objects which ſtruck his view, as he ap- 
proached te that Jacres city which no Mahome- 
Zan ever entered,” were two Minarets, th at.on : 
cloſer examination he found them placed very 
near to a Hindoo Temple.—Had Mr. Burke 
enquired further, he might have been inform- 
ed, that when Benares was under a Maho- 
metan ſovereign, which it was for more than 
two centuries, a Mahometan chief Magiſtrate 

always refided in the city; that on the transfer 
of the ſovereignty to the Engliſh, we en- 
truſted the police of the city to Cheyt Sing, 
the zemindar, and a Hindoo; that he noto- 
riouſly neglected it; that on his expulſion, 

Mr. Haſtings Pon Ali Ibrahim Cawn, 
| a Maho- 
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a Mahometan of a moſt reſpectable charac- 
ter, to be the Chief Magiſtrate, under whoſe | 
adminiſtration Benares- has become the moſt 
flouriſhing, and the beſt * PA in 
Indoſtan. : 
If I ſhould ſay a few words upon that ar- 
ticle which Mr. Francis opened, it is not 
from a wiſh. to invade that Gentleman's pro- 
vince, but for the purpoſe of clearing up 
what Mr. Burke left obſcure, in his ſtory of 
Deby Sing. Sir John Macpherſon was no- 
minated a Member of the Supreme Council 
of Bengal in 1780, through the influence of 
Lord North, and arrived in Bengal i in Oct. 
178 1. Anxious to prove himſelf a better public 
ſervant than Mr. Burke has repreſented him 
in one of his reports, he applied, upon his 
arrival, to Mr. Shore, amongſt others, for - 
ſuch information as he could give him on the 
ſubject of the revenues of Bengal. He knew 
not the critical ſituation in which he ſtood at 
the time. He knew not how near Lord 
North then was to his political diſſolution, 
or that Mr. Burke would labour: to remove 
him, on the ground of his being the moſt 
unfit man in the three kingdoms, to fill ſo 
important an Ae: Such empty *. 
t 


1 
the ptaiſe and cenſure of thorough-bred tra- 
ders in politics, that Mr. Macpherſon has 
been deſcribed by Mr. Burke at two diffe- 
rent periods, as the moſt dangerous man the 
Company ever employed, and as a very valu- 
able ſervant. When Lord North was the 
Miniſter, Mr. Macpherſon was a min of the 
deepeſt intrigue, who had attempted to bribe 
the Duke of Grafton, in order to ſupport the 
Nabob of Arcot. But when bis Lordſhip 
and Mr. Burke ſat on the ſame Bench, gods, 
what a change!!! the ſentiments of Mr. 
Macpherſon were quoted, and he was pro- 
nounced a very Wen ſervant of the Com- 
pany?! vans 9 
Mr. Shore, in conſequence of hi {Þ1- 
cation, drew up'a ſeries of remarks, which 
had been in Mr. Macpherfon's poſſeſſion, from 
the 13th of Jan. 1782, until the 18th of May, 
178 5, when, for the firſt time, theſe remarks 
were entered upon the records, being four 
months after Mr. Haſtings and Mr. Shore had 
quitted India together. Mr. Macpherſon 
premifed that they had notbeen meant for the 
public eye; and in his minute he ſays, tc] 
7 received them from Mr. Shore, who prefided 
Na at the head 7 the Committee of 
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AF Revenue; need not mention with, what 
«© honour to bine If. the univerſal. teſtimony 
% hich the voice of t, the natives, the repeated 
<< approbation of this. government, and tbe 
66 Superior. efteem of bis fellow -ſervants,,. bore 
« 20 the. merits of Mr. Shore, renders: it uns 
7 « neceſſary for me-to add the praiſe to which 
be was entitled, for bis knowledge and i in. 
«< tegrity: in the admin iftration of the revenne.” 
Phe memorial alluded: to, ſets out by de- 
ſcribing the. natives of Bengal in the moſt 
unfavourable terms. Individuals, ſays 
« Mr. Shore, have little ſenſe of. honour ; 
ce and the nation i wholly. void of public. 
% virtue. They make not the leaſt ſcruple 
« of lying, where falſhood is attended with 
" advantage : yet both Hindoos and Maho- 
« metans continually ſpeak of their: credit 
5 and reputation, by which, they mean little 
* more than the appearance they make to 
9 the world. p 17 77 
% The — diſgrace choke can gn is, 
« to loſe their. caſt, or, as we lay, to be ex- 
17 communicated. This puniſhment i is in- 
flicted for the breach of their religion, or, 


prieſts. To Us, ſteal, plunder, raviſh, or 
10 murder, 
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What 1 18 the ſame, the ordinances of their: = 


1172 1 


875 murder, are not deemed ſofficient crimes - 
to merit expulſion from ſociety.” 


„To our Government they have little 


; et attachmen t; yet it is certain that, in ge- 
s neral, property bas geen more ſecure, and 
<< individuals le eſs oppreſſed, than under the 


0 deſpotiſm of their Nabobs. J affert this 


. «© with all the confidence con viction imſpires.” 


After fo deſpicable a character of a people | 
whom'Mr. Burke has deſcribed, as poſſeſſing 
all the arts of poliſhed life, while we were 
yet in the woods, Mr. Shore very naturally 
draws that concluſion, which every Gentle- 
man, ſubſcribing to the truth of his premiſes, 
will draw, namely, that Engliſhmen: are more 
worthy of being entruſted with the collec- 
tion of the revenues than the natives. A 
point in which I have the preſumption to 
agree with Mr. Shore, againſt Lord Clive, 


Mr. Haſtings, and many other great autho- 


rities. Mr. Shore proceeds, in his memorial, 
to ſtate his objections to the mode which had 
been recently adopted for collecting the re- 
venues. The principal objection is, that the 
Committee cannot get through the load of 
buſineſs entruſted to them; and he adds, 
Te Committee muſt have a dewan, 'or 
A © eRxecu- 
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Te: executive officer, call him by what name 
you pleaſe. This man, in fact, has all 
* revenues: paid at the Preſidency at his 
“his diſpoſal; and can, if he has any abili- 
4 ties, n all the renters under contri- 
« bution.” He adds, The Committee, 
«© with the beſt intentions, beſt abilities, 
and ſteadieſt application, muſt, after all, be 
« a tool in the hands of their Dewan.” 

Theſe paſſages which My. Shore applied to 
the ſyſtem, Mr. Burke, by an artful addition 
of one word, applied to the perſon of the 

Dewan; as he read the extract every perſon 
_ underſtood, that the Committee could have 
done without a Dewan, but that Mr. Haſtings 
forced a Dewan upon them, and that Gunga 
Govind Sing was the man. n 
Mr. Shore then proceeds to ſtate his kit; 

the moſt material part of it was, that Engliſh 
collectors ſhould be ſtationed in every dif- 
trict. Of Provincial Councils, which Mr. 


- Haſtings criminally aboliſhed, if we are to 


credit Mr. Burke, he ſpoke moſt contemp- 
tuouſly. * The ſame objections that are 
* made againſt the preſent Committee of 
* Reven ue, wed] be JE" to the ſyſtem of 

HD” % Pro- 
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© Provincial Councils; it is ſufficient to ſay” 
« of them, that the univerſal opinion, | 
&* ſtrengthened by experience, has pronounced 
« the ſyſtem fundamentally wrong, and inap- 
b plicable to any good purpoſe. 

This memorial was written nine months 
after Mr. Haſtings had aboliſhed the Pro- 
vincial Councils. Whether the opinion of 
Mr. Shore had been communicated to Mr. 
Haſtings, or whether Mr. Haſtings himſelf 
_ diſcovered ſome defect in his original plan, 
certain it is, that it never was carried into 
complete effect. One part of the ſyſtem 
was, to recal every Engliſhman, from the in- 
terior parts of the country, except the fron- 
tier provinces, and to bring the whole col- 
lections to Calcutta, in the ſame manner as 
they had been brought to Moorſhedabad, 
under the adminiſtration of Mahomed Reza 
Cawn. . 
Mr. Shore's objections to the plan were, 
that it would throw upon the Committee a 

load of buſineſs which they could not exe- 
cute, and make their Dewan too powerful. W. 
By their Dewan, he meant not to ſtigmatize 
Gunga Govind Sing, for his obſervation ap- - 
plies to all the natives. ** Individals have 
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„ 
« little ſenſe" of honour, and the nation is 
* wholly void of public virtue.” Mr: 
Shore neither propoſed to re-eſtabliſh Pro- 
vincial Councils, nor to aboliſh the Com- 
mittee of Revenue, but to appoint an Engliſh 
collector to each diftrift : at the time he 
| wrote theſe remarks there were twelve col- 
lectors; theſe were increaſed, before Mr. 
Haſtings left Bengal, to twenty- one. 

The memorial was merely ſpeculative, 
written in the infancy of a new eſtabliſh- 
ment, which is now improved into a perma- 
nent plan, ſanctioned by the King's Mini- 
ſters, who are reſponſible for the good go- 
vernment of gang and for the happineſs of 
the natives. 

After Mr. Haſtings's plan had been inſti- 
tuted three years, would Mr. Shore have de- 
livered the ſame opinion? In a memorial, 
not meant for the public eye, he ſuggeſted im- 
provements upon a plan recently eſtabliſhed. 

In ſome inſtances his ideas were adopted; 
in others they were not: but the revenues 
were increafed above three hundred and ſixty 
thouſand pounds in three years by the new 
ſyſtem. Would Mr. Shore have been en- 
W. to the * of the Bengal Govern- 
L 2 ment, 
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ment, to the univerſal good opinion of the 
natives, and the approbation of all his fellow- 
ſervants, had he been, for thoſe three years, 
a tool, as Mr. Burke deſcribed him, in the 
hands of Gunga Govind Sing? The idea is 
prepoſterous and abſurd. It is a fact that 
Mr. Haſtings, upon all occaſions, ſupported 
the Committee in the full exerciſe of their 
authority; and Mr. Shore, and Mr. Ander- 
ſon, would have removed Gunga Govind 
Sing, if they could have found a better man 
for the office. 

I cannot expect that you ſhould wade 
through fifty manuſcript volumes, in order 
to diſcover that the ſyſtem, which Mr. 
Haſtings eſtabliſhed, remains unaltered; 
But the fact, I aſſure you, is ſo. In matters 
of detail ſome changes have taken place, and 
theſe I will explain to you. If I am wrong, 
your learned Counſel, and Meſſrs. Wallis 
and Troward, who, by Mr. Sheridan's doc- 
| trine, are paid from the produce of the Shop 
Tax, may have the credit of expoſing me, 
and thereby doing ſomething for the Natio- 
nal Money. 
Mr. Haſtings and Mr. Shore quitted Ben- | 
925 in the ſame ſhip, on the iſt of February, 


1785. 


| | N 

1785. On the 11th of May following, Mr. 
Stuart propoſed to collect the revenue by a 
new mode. This was, to add eight or nine 
collectors to the twenty-one then exiſting, to 
place them under the controul of a Member 
of the Supreme Council. By this arrange- 

ment the Committee of Revenue would have 
been aboliſhed, Mr. Macpherſon diſapprov- 
ed this plan, and then entered Mr, Shore's me- 

morial, which had been in his poſſeſſion above 
four years. Mr. Stables promiſed to give 
his opinion upon the plan, but never per- 
formed his promiſe ; and the ſyſtem which 
Mr. Haſtings had eſtabliſhed, continued, 
with twenty-one collectors in the provinces, 
with Mr. William Cowper, Preſident of the 
Committee, and Gunga Govind Sing, the 
Dewan; and, according to Mr. Burke's ideas, 
the manager of the whole, to whom the 
Committee were tools. 

About this; period Mr, Stables ————_— 
to remove: Gunga Govind Sing from his 
office upon general, unſpecified charges. 
Mr. Macpherſon diſapproved: the motion, 
unleſs the Committee would declare they 
could act without a Dewan, which they af 
armed. they could not—but at the ſame time 

1 . he 


„ 
he declared he would not protect the man, / 
any act of delinquency could be proved againſt 
bim. Gunga Govind Sing continued in 
office the whole of the year 1785, and until 
May, 1786, when the orders of the Court of 
Directors arrived for changing the word 
« Committee,” to the term © Board,” and 
for placing a Member of the Supreme Coun- 
cil at the head of it. Mr. Stables then be- 
came the Prefident of the new Board, and | 
Gunga Govind Sing refigned, his official 
letter of reſignation being couched in terms, 
by no means calculated to concilute the re- 
gard of the new Board. Mr. Stables had 
deſcribed him as a plunderer and an oppreſſor 
of thouſands; yet the man ſo deſcribed, after 
having voluntarily quitted an office, that 
might be ſuppoſed to afford him protection, 
has remained unmoleſted ever fince. The 
Court of Directors, under the ſanction of the 
Board of Controul, have expreſſed, in the 
preſent year, their diſapprobation of that 
ſpecies of general, undefined accuſation that 
had been brought againſt him. 

In the month of September, 1786, Mr. 
Shore, f* that tool of Gunga Govind Sing,” 
retutned to * in the honourable and 

; diſ. 
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diſtinguiſned ſtation, which, if common 


fame is to be credited, Mr. Burke had once 
intended for a relation of his own, Mr. Shore 


ſuperſeded, above forty Gentlemen in te 


Company's ſervice, but he obtained his ſitu- 
ation without bribe or intrigue, by the una- 
nimous aſſent of the Directors and the Board 
of Controul, becauſe he had diſtinguiſhed 
himſelf ſo highly, in the management of that 
ſyſtem which Mr. Haſtings had eſtabliſhed, 
and which Mr. Burke has ſo ignorantly re- 
probated. Mr. Shore, who had been, at the 
head of the Committee” under Mr. 
Haſtings, became now the Head of the 
«© Board” under Earl Cornwallis —Gunga 
 Govind Sing, who was the Dewan under Mr. 
Shore, had reſigned, and was ill; but his fon, 
under another name, is now, in fact, the ex- 
ecutive native officer. There are thirty, 
inſtead of twenty-one, Engliſh Collectors, 
who are paid according to Mr. Haſtings's 
idea, by a per centage on their collections. 
And the general adminiſtration: of the reve- 
nues is juſt the ſame as it was. I know'T 
am now treading upon tender ground. I 
know that you carried the revenue article 
againſt the ſentiments and the votes of Mr. 
| Pitt, 
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Pitt, and the whole Board of Controul, by a 
majority of fifteen. I know that you have 
pronounced it to be one of the heavieſt of all 
the articles, and that you lamented the loſs | 
of Mr. Francis, whoſe province it would 
have been to make it good. All I ſhall fay, 
therefore, is, that if we were wrong before, 
we are wrong now ; and if we were right in 
impeaching Mr. Haſtings for adopting a bad 
ſyſtem, ſurely we are wrong in not impeach- 
ing thoſe who continue it. Mr. Haſtings | 
may have been wrong from want of ability 
to be right; but the King's Miniſters fin 
with their eyes open, that is, they act in di- 
rect contradiction to the ſolemn opinions 
which the Knights, Citizens, and Burgeſſes, 
in Parliament aſſembled, have carried into 
__ Weſtminſter Hall. 

Another year has now paſſed over, and we 
have every additional information which can 
be brought from every part of Indoſtan and 
. Deccan, Permit me, Mr. Fox, before I con- 
clude, to ſtate a few ſtrong and ſtubborn 
facts for your ſerious conſideration. Your 
ability to comprehend any ſubject to which 
you chooſe to apply yourſelf, all the world 
| Rout at; when you preſented 


your 
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your two celebrated Fadia Bills; I do afl 
that you did not underſtand your ſubject. 


Can I ſuppoſe that you would have admitted 


clauſes in thoſe bills, by which, in order to 
carry them into effect, you muſt have bor- 


rowed the enormous ſum of thirty-five mil 
lion ſterling ?—Abſurd, and ridiculous, as it 


may appear, the aſſertion is ſtrictly true, toe 


the full extent that I have ſtated. I have no 
idea of the policy of enacting a law, ub 
cannot be obeyed. If any other Miniſter had : 
propoſed ſuch a law, you would juſtly have 
accuſed him of making the Britiſh nation 
contemptible i in the eyes of all Europe. Your 
Bill enacted, - that Earl Fitzwilliam, and his 
Directors, were, as ſpeedily as may be, to en- 


quire into every breach of treaty, injury, or 
grievance, committed againſt any Prince i in 
India, either complained of, or coming fo” 
their knowledge, and to do complete juſtice on 
every material e * not rz ** "We. 


in groſs. 


The ſtrict, and, indecch the only meaning 


which can be drawn from this clauſe; is, that 
if the Emperor Shaw Allum, Cheyt Sing, the 
Begums, and the Nabob of Bengal, had been 
injured, they were to receive complete juſtice 


i 
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on every material article, and not upon the 
whole in groſs. 

I, who contend that they ela not been 
injured, can receive my dividend every fix 
months with a quiet conſcience—but you, 
and your friends, have ever profeſſed a diffe- 
rent opinion; and Mr. Burke has entered 
upon our Journals one of the moſt extraordi- 

_ nary. conceſhons that ever was made by a 
ſubject of Great Britain, namely, e 
the Eaſt India Company having, on their 
el part, violated the engagements, and re- 
* nounced the conditions in which, they 
* received, and have bitherto held and en- 
*< joyed the Dewanny of Bengal, Bahar, and 
* Orixa, from the King, Shaw Allum, have 
thereby forfeited, all right and title. to the 
« ſaid | Dewanny, ariſing from the ſaid grant, 
wo and, that it is free, and open to the ſaid 
a. « King to reſume ſuch grant, and to transfer 
. it to any other prince on ſtate. Is, it 

poſſible to read this moſt curious paſſage 
without ſaying with Doctor Johnſon, To 
" be prejudiced. is, always to be weak; yet 
there are prejudices ſo, near to, AGEs 


221 


Q e pardanable. Ta love their, 8 
77 has 
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e | 
«© has been confidered as virtue in men; whoſe 
& love could not be otherwiſe than blind, 
* becauſe their preference was made without 
«© compariſon; but it has never been my 
fortune to find, either in ancient or mo- 
dern writers, any honourable mention of 
«thoſe who have, with "I HER 
* hated their country.” © © 
If Mr. Burke's affertions were true; no 
een could be ſtrong enough to deſcribe 
the infamy of Lord North, and every ſuc- 
ceeding Minifter. To ſay that the Eaſt 
India Company have done this, or that they 
have neglected to do that ſince the year 1772, 
is to attempt an impoſition too groſs for a 
Gentleman to countenance. Mr. Haſtings 
ſtopped the payment of the Mogul's tribute 
pro tempore; and the Mogul fent an Ambaſ- 
ſador to England, to remonſtrate, whom Lord 
North declined to receive in that character. 
Will it be faid that his Lordſhip was not 
privy to the order tranſmitted to Bengal, in 
177 5, to forbid the future payment of the 
Mogul's tribute? Was a ſingle diſpatch of 
importance ſent to India from the date of the 
Regulating Act, without receiving the pre- 
vious ſanction of Adminiſtration? It will 
M 2 „ 
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be eſtabliſhed, by poſitive proof, that there 

r not. 

A . empire was acquired by his Ma- 
jeſty's ſubjects, the ſervants of a Commercial 
Company. The immenſe importance of this 

empire was not thoroughly underſtood for a 
few years, or if underſtood, Adminiſtration 
thought they did enough by accepting four 
hundred thouſand pounds annually, and leav- 

ing the entire management to the Gentlemen 

in Leadenhall- ſtreet. But in the year 1773, 
Parliament inſtituted a Committee of Secrecy, 
and appointed men of buſineſs, and character, 
to be Members of it. From the Reports of 
that Committee (I do not mean General 
Burgoyne's) the real ſtate of the Eaſt India 
Company, both at home and abroad, became 
perfectly known in Great Britain. 

The Miniſter, with every ſource of infor- 
mation open to him, recommended to Parlia- 
ment; to violate, toa certain extent, the Charter 
of the Company, and to eſtabliſha new govern- 
ment in Bengal. The degree of controul that he 
deemed neceſſary, he took, and I have aright to 
| aſſume, that he found that controul efficient 
for all the purpoſes of good government, 
ſince he never applied for any further powers 

— 


1 


during the continuance of that act. He had. 


1 * 


if I may ſay, double, nay treble, informa- 
tion of every tranſaction in Bengal. He was 
in conſtant intercourſe with the Chairman of 
the Company; he ſaw the public diſpatches ; 3 
and Mr. Haſtings regularly. correſponded with 
him to the cloſe of the year 1778. Vou 
have, ſtated, and very fairly, Lord North's 
influence at the India Houſe, as a matter, not 
of eien but of undoubted truth. Once, 
exertion for _ remaval of Mr. Haſtings, 
but it cannot be ſuppoſed he was very hearty 
in the cauſe, fince at that period (in 1775) 
he might have effected, by a bill, what 
your whig friends, then the protectors of 
Mr. Haſtings, prevented him from effecting 
in Leadenhall: ſtreet.  _ 

In 1778-9, on the expiration of the firſt 
„ act, Lord North moved its re- 
newal, without a ſingle alteration, for one 
year. In 1779-80 for another. And in 
1780-81, he brought in a new Regulating 
act, to continue in force for ten years, leaving 
Mr. Haſtings the Governor General of Ben- 
gal, and giving the King' s Miniſters a more 
direct and ayowed interference in the govern- 
ment 


Ls 
ment of India. Under theſe ſeveril acts, I 
think too highly of Lord North, to ſuppoſe 
he will pretend that he is not reſponſible for 
the ſyſtetns that were eſtabliſhed in India, 
fince he poſſeſſed every poſſible means of in- 
formation, and Parliament adopted all his 
ideas. 1 contend alfo that his Lordſhip ſa- 
gaciouſly foreſaw the immenſe importance of 
India to Great Britain, and that he is entit- 
led to our warmeſt thanks for the prodigious 
exertions which were made during his admi- 
niſtration for its preſervation, at a time when 
we were torn to pieces by contending fac. 
tions at home, and ſurrounded by enemies ih 
every quarter of the globe. We met the 
combined powers of France and Holland, in 
the eaſtern ocean, with ſeventeen fail of the 
line, a ſuperior force to any they could fend 
out—ihd we foiled them in every endeavour 
to make an im preſſion tpon us by land. We 
| had fortreſſes and towns belonging tb them 
in our poſſeſſion when peace was concluded, 
which, by ceding, preſerved the Weſt Indies; 
| and although Lord Camden's aſſertion thould 
be true, that Mr. Haſtings was the ſoul 
% of our ſucceſs in India,” Lord North 
werits every praiſe that we can beſtow upon 
| him, 


. 


him, for detaching ſo powerful a land and. 
naval force for our eee during "OW 
Wr. 
To Lord North 8 the 8 
Rockingham. In his adminiſtration a haſty 
reſolution was moved by Mr. Dundas, which, 
he has lived to, repent of, or, at leaſt, as he 
that it was not carried into execution. To 
us, who were not in the ſecret, it did appean 
extraordinary, that, at the moſt critical mo- 
ment of the moſt arduous war in which this 
country was ever engaged, it ſhould be pro- 
_ poſed to recal Mr. Haſtings, through the 
medium of a reſolution of the Houſe of 
Commons, without any plan having been 
formed, for eſtabliſhing a new government. Hy 
If the meaſure had been deemed neceſſary, | 
the King's Miniſters, who had a majority in 
both Houſes, might have done that by à bill, 
which, in the form of a recommendation, or 
command, the Eaſt India men. W 2 
right to reſiſt. my 
In the next adminiſtration, „ 
to inveſt Earl Cornwallis with howers mi- 
lar to thoſe, which he now enjoys. Your - | 
jun&ion, with Lord North put an end to the 
plan, 
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plan, add to the Miniſtry, but not to the re- 
ſponſibility of the Miniſter for any thing 

that was done, or omitted, relative to India. 
From April, to November, 1783, in the 
Coalition æra, you permitted Mr. Haſtings to 
remain as the Governor General. Even his 
application for a ſucceſſor was unattended to. 
Miniſters were virtually as much reſponſible 
for the government of India before your bil! 
was read, as they would have been had it paſſed. 
That bill attached to reſponſibility every 
ſpecies of patronage, and you have honeſtly 
contended, at all times, that they . to 
go together. N 
Mr. Pitt's Bill has mde mes the reſpon” 
fibility of Government to the world, while it 
leaves the patronage, as much as poſſible, to 
the Company. It was to remedy all evils 
exiſting in the government of India, and it” 
was paffed above four years ago. I think it 
has been obſerved, that, under the former | 
laws, Miniſters might have acted if they 
pleafed. Under the preſent, their reſponſi- 
bility is direct and unequivocal. 133 
Admitting, for the ſake of argument, 
either that former Miniſters were not reſpon- A 
{ible to the extent 1 have ſtated, or that being 


reſpon- 
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reſponfible they neglected their duty; allow 
me as a matter of hiſtory, not of accuſation, 
or exculpation, to ſtate what the efficient, 
active controul of this day has done, as to the 
government of India. Upon this ſubject, I 
ſhould be a madman indeed if I ſaid one 
word before I had reſorted to every W 
means of information. 

There are now no India 1 8 1 e 
| Burke need not be under thoſe apprehenſions 
with which his mind was filled in the year 
1785, when he predicted that Mr. Dundas 
would ſo effectually choak up every channel 
of information, that the liberal curioſity of 
an Engl: Gentleman would no ne be 
gratified. 

Mr. ES 8 di as a matter. of 
courſe, have a licence to peruſe the, records 
at the India Houſe. With this permiſſion 
I have carefully read every order that has 
been ſent to Bengal ſince the eſtabliſhment 
of the Board of Controul, and. every letter 
and conſultation that has been received from 
that country, but I have not been able to 
trace any thing like a command to alter that 
ſyſtem which Mr. Haſtings had. adopted. 
find a recommendation to Lord Cornwallis, 
to adopt the meaſure of letting the lands of 


uy 
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Bengal on a ten year's leaſe, and to zemin- 
dars, in every | practicable inſtance. To 
let lands in long leaſes, and in preference to 
Zemindars, had many years ago been recom- 
mended from Bengal, but hitherto that go- 
vernment has been unable to adopt it. A 
to our foreign connections, his Lordſhip has 
been left to form his own arrangements un- 
clogged by poſitive orders: and by ſtating the _ 
actual ſituation of Bengal and its dependen- 
cies in the month of March laſt, I ſhall 
prove to you that the King's Miniſters ap- 
prove of that ſyſtem which we have pro- 
nounced in Weſtminſter-hall, to be defec- 
tive and iniquitous. I ſhall commence my 
review at the ſource of the Ganges, and finiſh 
it where that little ſtream becomes an ocean. 
Fyzoola Cawn continues to enjoy the moſt 
perfect tranquility and independence under 
the protection of that engagement which was 
concluded with him, through the mediation 
of Mr. Haſtings, in February, 1983. An 
engagement abſolutely neceſſary, in order _ 
explain the moſt unintelligible public treaty | 
that ever was ſigned. 

Muzuffer Jung, the miſerable Nabob of 
Furruckabad, whoſe ſufferings were ſo feel- 
ingly related by Mr. Pelham, is at Furruck- 

e | abad ; 
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abad; and Lord Cornwallis has carried lite- 
rally into execution, the reprobated fourth 
article of the-treaty of Chunar, which left 
him, as we were told, at the ne of tHyger 
Beg Khan. 

The Begums, old as FO are, are ill 
alive; they have acquieſced in their ſon's 
choice of Hyder Beg Khan, to whom they 
are now perfectly reconciled : and they were 
| livin g, with their accuſtomed magnificence at 
Fyzabad, ſecluded from the ſight of men, as 
uſual, but not enſhrined; they have armies 
in their pay, and treaſures at their command. 

In the final arrangement which Earl 
Cornwallis has lately formed with the Nabob | 
Vizier, his Lordſhip has ſaid, that it was his 
object to conform to the principle laid down 
by Mr. Haſtings, and approved by the 
Board of Controul. He has ſtationed an 
additional. military force in the Vizier's do- 
_ minions, and increaſed the power of Hyder 
Beg Khan, in direct contradiction to every 

thing contained in thirteen of our articles, 
I call them our's*, becauſe I believe, in 


_y 


As the relation of a matter of fact, relative to theſe 
articles, has Sin riſe to a public proſecution, ſome apo- 
VEN LD logy 
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my conſcience, Mr. Burke and my- 
ſelf are the only two Members who read 
them 


logy may be due from me before I again preſume to ſtate 
the caſe. For many years paſt, the ſpeeches of the Mem- 
bers of both Houſes have been publiſhed, with a degree of 
accuracy, which does infinite credit to Mr. Woodfall—and 
in ſome inſtances Members have publiſhed, and avowed 
the publication of their own ſpeeches. Mr. Burke has 
printed thoſe Philippics which were ſo admirably calcu- 
lated to encourage the Americans, in their rebellion, at the 
commencement of the late unfortunate war. He printed 
that celebrated ſpeech which preceded his Reform Bill, 
Although the world have ſince ſeen that the Speech, and 
the Bill, were equally farcical, fince, with carte blanche, as to 
reform, Mr. Burke, in fact, did nothing. His ſeveral ſpeeches 
on the ſubject of India have alſo been printed. Mr. Fox, 
averſe, perhaps, to the trouble of writing what he had once 
| ſpoken, has left it to his ſupparters to do juſtice to his ar- 
guments; but the fact undoubtedly i is, that from the year 
1774, to the preſent day, the public is in poſſeſſion of a 
very accurate parliamentary hiſtory. Could I then have 
ſuppoſed, that after all our parliamentary proceedings had 
been publicly printed, it ſhould have been deemed a crime 
in a printer, to publiſh, in a pamphlet, what I have, in the 
moſt public manner, affirmed to be true? The mode in 
which theſe articles paſſed ſtruck me then, and ſtrikes me 
now, as ſo perfectly new, that not any thing finnilar to it 
will be found in Britiſh hiſtory. The impreſſion which 
the fact made upon my mind at the time, ſtill remains. 
My ſentiments I delivered in the moſt public manner, in 

my place (as Mr. Sheridan wick in the 85 of Commons, 
| | and 
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them before they paſſed. ' In thoſe articles 
nd 1 8501 Hyder 


and I truſt 1 may reprint them now, with as much i impu- 
nity as Mr. Sheridan reprinted his Comparative View of the 


Bills of Mr. Fox and Mr. Pitt. That the articles could not 


have paſled, had they been read, I am morally certain. 

Mr, Pitt, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. Grenville, muſt have 
oppoſed them, for they have in the moſt unqualified terms, 
done juſtice to the merits of Earl Cornwallis. Mr. 
Haſtings placed a certain degree of power'in the hands of 
Hyder Beg Khan, the Miniſter of the Nabob of Oude. 
This man, in theſe articles, is termed an implacable tyrant; 
and to veſt him with ſo much power, we have voted to 
be highly criminal. Yet Ear! Cornwallis, as the King's 
| Miniſters well know, has added conſiderably to the power 
which Hyder Beg poſſeſſed, when his Lordſhip arrived in 
Bengal. Viewing as I did, and ftill do, the whole pro- 
ceedings relative to theſe articles, I think myſelf juſti- 
fied in now reprinting what 1 ſaid of the W at the 
time. 


May 28, 1787, a motion 8 made, that the en- 
groſſed Articles of Impeachment againſt Warren Haſtings, 
No. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, be 
; carried co the Bar of the Houſe of Lords by Mr. Burke, 
Major Scott ſaid, I hope, Mr. Speaker, the Houſe will 
have the indulgence to hear me for a few minutes upon 
the ſubject now under conſideration, Laſt year the Right 
Fon. Gentleman (Mr. Burke) brought before this Houſe. 
a number of charges, or articles, againſt Mr. Haſtings ; 
one of this number was intitled, Miſdemeanors in Oude; 
in this ſeſſion ſeveral days were appointed for taking the 
article into conſideration, and upon one pretence or other 
| | the 
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Hyder Beg Khan is deſcribed as- the moſt 
wicked and flagitious of men. 
Benares 


the day was put off; but about ten days ago it was the 
ſubject of debate. I oppoſed the Charge in the Commit- 
tee of the whole Houſe, as very nonſenſical, and contain- 
ing matter highly meritorious, inſtead of being criminal. 
It was however determined, without a diviſion, that the 
Charge, entitled Miſdemeanors in Oude, contained im- 
peachable matter; and it was referred to the Committee 
appointed to draw up the Articles' of Impeachment, in 
order that they might, from that Charge, form an article. 
On Friday laſt theſe articles were brought up, for inſtead 
of being one article, they are thirteen. I ſaw them, and 
they took me an hour and a half to read, even in a curſory 
manner; but I am ſure no other Member of the Houſe ſaw 
them on that day. They were read, pro forma, and or- 
dered to be printed, when the Houſe was on the point of 
riſing on Friday, and when no Gentleman ſeemed diſpoſed 
to liſten to a word upon the ſubje& of them. I came 
_ down to this Houſe on Saturday for a copy of the articles, 
but it was neceſſary to keep them here till the engroſſed 
articles were examined, fo that, in fact, they did not go to 
prefs until Saturday noon ; and this day, at one o'clock, 
ſuch Members as happened, accidentally, to be down at ſo 
early an hour, had an opportunity of getting them. The 
caſe, therefore, is this, that the Commons of Great Britain 
gare at this inſtant about to proceed to the moſt ſolemn act 
which they can execute, without knowing one word about 
the matter ;—for I will venture to affert, that not ten 
Members of this Houſe have read the articles; and I 
firmly believe, that no Member, in or out of the Houſe, ” 


has 


15 J 
Benares remains, as Mr. Haſtings left it, 
the moſt populous, and flouriſhing, and the 


bas read theſe anti except the Right Han Gonthinan 


(Mr. Burke) and myſelf, and I have only had an oppor- 


tunity of reading them over curſorily. If it is decent and . 


proper that the Commons of England, after voting an im- 
peachment, ſhould be perfectly indifferent as to what ar- 
ticles are ſent up, I bave no more to ſay; but if it is of 
importance that we ſhould know what it is we ſend to the 
Lords, I hope Gentlemen will read the articles which 1 
hold in my hand; if they do, I am ſure they will never 
dignify ſuch nonſenſe, fo far as to ſay ſolemnly, at the Bar 
of the Houſe of Lords, that the Knights, Citizens, and 
Burgeſſes, in behalf of themſelves and the Commons of 


England, preſent ſuch traſh, as Articles of Impeachment; | 


but in every point of view the proceeding is abſurd and 
ridiculous. I am now told, that ] ought to have made 
my oppoſition on Friday, that in fact the articles 


were then paſſed, and the preſent queſtion is only who ; 


ſhall carry them up. If that is indeed the queſtion, I 
am indifferent about it —But what, in the name of God 
then did we mean by ordering theſe articles to be printed? 
If the Commons of Great Britain paſſed theſe Articles on 


Friday, without one man reading them, why are they 
printed now? Is it that we may diſcever the abſurdities in 


them, when we cannot apply a remedy? 1 have done 
my duty, Mr. Speaker; I think the whole buſineſs is dif- 
graceful and diſnonourable to the Houſe, and I have op- 


poſed it; 1 was againſt theſe articles at the only moment in 
which I had a chance of being heard; but if the articles 


are really paſſed, I ſay the Houſe has been betrayed into 
; | RE en 
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richeſt city in Indoſtan. Ali Ibrahim Cawn 


_ fills, with dignity, the office of Chief Ma- 


giſtrate the complete revenue is paid, no 


balances remain, nor are any apprehenſions ex- 
preſſed, as to the future collections. Courts 

of Juſtice are eſtabliſhed at Mirzapore and 
Ghazepore, and an additional revenue, beyond 
the forty lacks, is ſecured for the Company, 


by our public aſſumption of the monopoly 
of opium. The revenues of Bengal, whe-. 


ther ariſing from land, ſalt, or opium, are 
collected preciſely as heretofore: in ſome in- 


ſtances zemindars, in others farmers, rent 
the lands: but thoſe high and extravagant 


ideas of the rights of zemindars, which Mr. 


Burke and Mr. Francis have maintained, are 


now univerſally exploded. Mr. Boughton 


the paſling of articles, which I believe, in my conſcience, 


no Member has read but myſelf, and I have only read them 
curſorily ; but I am ſure there are not ten Members who 
have, or, indeed, could have read a line of them. Yet, in 
defiance of truth and common ſenſe, we paſs them with 
leſs form than we would a Turnpike Bill, and we ſolemnly 
ſay, at the Bar of the Houſe of Lords, that they are Articles 
of Impeachment againſt Warren Haſtings, Eſq; by the 


Knights, Citizens, and Burgeſſes in Parliament aſſembled. _ 
If this Houſe think ſuch a proceeding conſiſtent with its 
dignity, let it paſs in the name of God, I will not divide 


the Houſe upon it. 


9 Rouſe's 
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Rouſe' s more temperate ſtatement of zemin= 
dary tenures, however it may differ from 
opinions he formerly delivered, and although 
it drew upon him the eloquence and indig- 
nation of Mr. Burke, ſeems the moſt accurate 
that has appeared before. the public. 'But 
even this account has been controverted by a 
Gentleman, whoſe official duty it was to pro- 
cure the beſt poſſible information of the 
rights of zemindars. Mr. James Grant has 
completed an analyſis of the revenues of 
Bengal, in his capacity of Sheriſtadar, to 
which office he was appointed by Sir John 
Macpherſon. It is a work of great labour, 
and has all the appearance of accuracy; Ihave 
not the preſumption to give an opinion upon 
a point that has divided the principal revenue 
ſervants of the Company for ſo many years, 
though I think myſelf, at leaſt, as able to 
decide as either Mr, Burke or Mr. Francis: 
but if Mr. Grant is correct, the lands in 
Bengal, as throughout Indoſtan, are the pro- 
perty of the ſovereign, and zemindars (as Mr. 
Verelſt long ago defined them) are officers 
appointed by Government, for the collec- 
tion of the revenues. Mr. Grant ſtates the 
loſs of revenue to the Company at one mil - 
120 annually, fince the year 1765, in con- 
9 ſequence 
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ſequence. of colluſions between Mahomed 

Reza Cawn, and the zemindars of Bengal. 
After a very laborious examination of all 
the public papers ſent to, or received from 
Bengal, 1 can pronounce, with confidence, 
that under the acknowledged reſponſibility 
of his Majeſty's Miniſters, nothing has been 
done, which bears the ſemblance, of an alte- 
ration in that ſiſtem which Mr. Haſtings had 
eſtabliſhed. Æconomical arrangements 
moſt certainly followed the reſtoration of 
| peace, Salaries have been diminiſhed. In 
mere matters of detail, ſome changes have 
taken place, but in ſyſtem, none. I have at- 
tended, as I may ſay, arectis auribus, to Mr. 
Dundas's India Budgets, as well from motives 
of curiofity, after what has happened, as for 
inſtruction, I found that he took credit 
for every rupee that Bengal could yield. No 
expreſſion dropped from him which implied 
even.a wiſh to diminiſh the collections, either 
in Bengal or Benares, to leſſen the Vizier's 
revenue, or to relieve the Mogul, though, in 
1782, be was the mover of a refolution, 
which implied that relief ought to be given 
to him; but as ſoon as he became the Mini- 

ſer of India, he ſaw the difference between 
theory and practice. a 
l 0 1 "ied 
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Although the unappropriated ſurplus in 
Bengal far exceeds the ſum which I took 
credit for in my moſt ſanguine moments, yet 
ſorry am I to ſay, that Mr. Dundas will 
want every rupee of it, for his next budget, 
in order to provide for the deficiencies, and 

the enormous peace eſtabliſhments of Madras 
and Bombay. ; 

Toaſſertions diringdad unfounded Loppoſe 
ſtrong and pointed facts; and Irefer you, upon all 
occaſions, to public and authentic documents, 
in proof of every word that I have written. 
By conſulting them, you may diſcover alſo 
the following very remarkable circumſtance, 
which muſt ſtrike every impartial perſon as 
peculiar to Bengal. The revenues of Bengal 
and Bihar ariſe chiefly from the rents of 
lands; and the variation of thoſe rents, in fif- 
teen years, though collected from ten millions 
of people, does not equal that difference 
which, in proportion to the amount, the 
Duke of Devonſhire, or any other man of 
large landed property, experiences in the 
collection of his rents, from the caſualties to 
which the eſtate of we” Gentleman in 
England ! is liable, 

The amount of the revenue of the moſt 
productive year was two hundred fixty- three, 


92 and 
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and of the loweſt year two hundred forty- 
one lacks; but in ſome years the difference, 
in the collection of near three millions ſtirling, 
was not more than ten thouſand pounds. 
If we draw our concluſions from facts, it 
muſt be allowed, that we have at laſt fixed 
upon the moſt beneficial mode of collecting 
the revenues. Under the Provincial Coun- 
cils they gradually fell, from two hundred 
fifty- three, to two hundred forty-one lacks. 
In the firſt year of the preſent ſyſtem, when 
Bengal was ſurrounded with difficulties, they 
were raiſed to two hundred ſixty two lacks ; 
and as a poſitive proof that this was not a 
deluſion, nor. an oppreflive ſtrain upon the 
country, it is only neceſſary to ſtate, that the 
year after Mr. Haſtings quitted Bengal, they 
were at the ſame amount, independent en- 
tirely of ſalt and opium, both of his creation, 
and producing above ſix hundred thouſand 
pounds a year. 
If you could allow your reaſon to operate 
in the diſcuſſion of a ſubject, on which the 
credit of your party bas been ſtaked, you 
| would reject, with indignation, the ridicu- 
lous tales you have heard, relative to the ſtate 
of Rego" 4 and its dependencies. = 


. 
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In the courſe vf 17 reading; I have met 


with a rhapſody almoſt as abſurd as Mr. 
Burke's.—It is Colonel Dow's account of 
Bengal, in the third volume of his Hiſtory. | 


It was written in 1772, at a time when the 
Colonel was as much the enemy.of Maho- 


med Reza Cawn, as Mr. Burke appears now 
to be the enemy of Gunga Govind, or . 


Sing. . 
An Engliſhman's blood „ in his 
veins when he reads the following account 


of the cruelties exerciſed by Mahomed Reza 


 Cawn, an and his Perſian adherents, upon the 
natives of Bengal. Year after year brought 
* new tyrants, or confirmed the old in the 


* practice of their former oppreſſion... The 


** tenants being at length ruined, the farm- 
e ers were unable to make good their con- 
tract with government. Their crvelties 


de to their inferiors recoiled at length on 


« themſelves. Many of them were bound 
t to ſtakes and whipped, but their poverty 
« ceaſed to be feigned. Their complaints 


were heard in every ſquare of Moorſheda- 


bad, and not a few en expired in ago- 
«© mes under the laſh.” Had Col. Dow's de- 
ſcription been true, Bengal, at this moment, 

| muſt 


q 
| 


' 
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muſt have been depopulated, for he repreſent- 
ed it as totally ruined in the year 1770, His 
means of information were much ſuperior to 
Mr. Burke's, yet the ſober and calm voice of 
truth and reaſon has determined, that his 
account was totally unfounded in fact; 
Mahomed Reza Cawn is now generally 
deemed an honeſt man, and inſtead of 
poſſeſſing the millions which Mr. Dow be- 
ſtowed upon him, he is ſuppoſed to have 
retired from the management of a great 
kingdom, and from the receipt of a falary of 
a hundred and fifty thouſand pounds a year, 
with a fortune not ſo great as ſome Clerks in 
office accumulated under the late Lord 
Holland. 

An account ſimilar to that which Colonel 
Dow publiſhed in 1772, Colonel F ullarton 
gave to the world in 1787, and Mr, Burke 
improved upon both in 1788. Colonel Ful- 
larton's authority has great weight with me 
| when he ſpeaks of countries in which he re- 
ſided, or of military operations which he 
conducted but when he gives ſo miſerable 
a deſcription of one of the fineſt countries 
upon earth, which I have lived in for many 
years, and which he never ſaw, I cannot but 


lament 
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lament that he ſhould have been ſo grolsly 
impoſed upon by thoſe who furniſhed him 
with his Bengal materials. 5 
Colonel Dow's publication in 1772, had 
2 probably conſiderable influence with, the 
Court of Directors. Information tranſmit- 
ted to your friend Mr. Gregory, and by bim 
laid before them, completed the deluſion ; ; 
and orders were ſent to Mr. Haſtings, to 
arreſt the perſon of Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
and to bring him to a trial in Calcutta, for 
his alledged cruelties, oppreſſions, and rapa- 
city. | His... proſecutor, Nundcomar, had 
every fair ſupport allowed to him. The 
current was ſtrong againſt Mahomed Reza 
Cawn, but the infamy of his proſecutor very 
early appeared. No relation, no friend of 
thoſe men who expired under the laſh, in the 
' ſquares of Moorſhedabad, demanded juſtice 
upon a murderer. The facts never had ex- 
iſtence, and Mahomed Reza Cawn was ac- 
quitted. 

Another conſequence. e Ws dis 
informations tranſmitted to Mr. Gregory. 
It was believed that Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
by a colluſion with the zemindars, had ſe- 
creted, from the knowledge of the Company, 


the 


- 
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the true value of the lands; and as a mode of 5 
diſcovering the deception, it was recom- 
mended to adopt the farming ſyſtem, a mea- 
ſure falſely imputed to Mr. Haſtings, 
though it had taken place, in a great variety 
of inſtances, before his arrival, and through- 
out all Burdwan, the moſt flouriſhing pro- 
vince in Bengal, where the farmers were, in 
general, Calcutta banyans. Mr. Burke, 1 
believe, is the only man in this kingdom, 
after the very accurate information which has 
been obtained on the nature of zemindary 
tenures, who will perſiſt in affirming, that 
the nobility and gentry of a whole kingdom 
were put up to auction in the year 1772. 
As there is a very extraordinary ſimilitude in 
the crimes of which Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
and Gunga Govind Sing, were accuſed; there 
1s alſo ſomething very fimilar | in the fate of 
each. 


The latter is deſcribed by Mr. Burke as 
a man, at the ſound of whoſe name all 
India grows pale; the moſt wicked, the 
* moſt atrocious, the boldeſt and moſt dex- 
a trous villain, ever that country produced.” : 
He adds, there never was a friend, there 
« never was a foe, there never was a human 


= | being. 
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"*; * that ever differed in their opinion 

„ of Gunga Govind Sing.” Colonel Dow 
diſtinguiſhed the former by epithets as harſh, 
if we allow for the conſtitutional violence 
_of Mr. Burke, and the mildneſs of the 
Colonel's manner and temper. _ 

The Muſſulman, as well as the Hindoo. : 
poſſeſſed great power and influence. Both 
were repreſented as the ſecond perſons in a 
great kingdom, if not the firſt. | 
The Mahometan was brought to a public 
trial, on ſpecific and ſtrong charges ; he was 
honourably acquitted, and that acquittal was 
confirmed by the Court of Directors. 
The Hindoo, at the ſound of whoſe name 
all India grew pale,” has been honourably 
acquitted, of the' only accuſation brought 
againſt him, and reſides in perfect ſecurity in 
Calcutta, without a dread of public or private 
vengeance. Yet he received no protection 
from Sir, John Macpherſon, or Mr. Stables, 
or Mr. Stuart, Neither Earl Cornwallis, nor 
Mr. Shore, protect him. Nor has Lord Corn- 
wallis, in any one inſtance, rejected the com- 
ploints. of the natives. 

The argument which I uſed in the Houſe 
of Commons, operates now with ten times 
. more 


1 | 
more force than it did at the time I uſed it. 
Poſſibly I may agree with Mr. Shore, that 
individuals, in Bengal, either Hindoos or 
Mahometans, have little ſenſe of honour, 
and as a nation, are wholly void of - public 
virtue; though I may not go ſo far as another 
Gentleman, who has been praiſed by the 
Board of Controul. Mr. Grant has affirmed, 
& that if the beſt amongſt the natives were 
« to be tried by our notions of morality, he 
% would experience the fate of Nundcomar, 
« the worſt of his tribe.” I may think as 
deſpicably of the natives of Bengal, as I have 
done of a modern patriot ſince the year 1783, 
without ſubſcribing to the monſtrous cha- 
rater that Mr. Burke has given of Gunga 
Govind Sing. It is not poſſible that proofs 
of his iniquity ſhould be wanting, were he 
deſerving of the abüſe Mr. Burke has be- 
ſtowed upon him. Such a villain could not 
have continued in office, not only while Mr. 
Haſtings was in India, but fixteen months 
after his departure. No Member of the 
Committee would have acted with him. 
Such a man would not have ventured an 
appeal to the laws, or to meet, as he did 
ſucceſsfully, the * accuſation that was 
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preferred apainſt him. The King's Miniſters 
have very properly expreſſed their diſappro- 
bation of that ſort of general, unſpecified 
charge, which appeared in the minutes- of 
Mr, Stables and Mr. Mackenzie againſt 
Gunga Govind Sing. Nothing ſpecific has 
even yet been produced to affect a man, at 
ce the ſound of whole name, all India grows 
«© pale.” Have I not therefore a right to ſet 
at nought this ſpecies of abuſe? | 

I will proceed to examine his conduct in an- 
other, and a more material point of view. 
Has he defrauded the Eaſt India Company ? 
If it be true that he was the ſecond perſon 
in the Government, if not the firſt, and that 
Mr. Shore was a tool in his hands, let us ex- 
amine what uſe he made of his power, by 
comparing the collections during the five 
years of his management, with thoſe of the 
five preceding years. The following accu- 
rate ſtatement of them has been preſented, by 
the Eaſt India e to the Houſe of 
Commons. 
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Provincial Councils. Committee of Rev. 


1776-7 250-16.373 1781-2 262. 4 863 
1777-8 245-08.978 1782-3 254-38-977 
1778-9 249.61.565 1783-4 257.72. 201 
1779-80 247.68.185 1784-5 2 59-04-971 
1780-81 241.07. 233 1785-6 263.62.262 


This account proves, that the groſs col- 
lections, in the laſt period, exceeded thoſe of 
the former by the ſum of ſix hundred thou- 
ſand pounds ſterling. I know not, I proteſt, 
any other criterion by which the merits of 
this man can be determined. If the grofs 
collections in Bengal were higher under the 
ſyſtem in which he profeſſedly bore ſo great 
a ſhare; if no complaints have been preferred 
againſt him in three years after he was de- 
prived of every ſpecies of protection, and an 
obnoxious man; if Deby Sing, who has 
been accuſed of oppreſſion, was appointed to 
a reſponſible office againſt the remonſtrances 
of Gunga Govind Sing, who employed every 
means in his power to prevent that appoint- 
ment ; and if it be true, as Sir John Mac- 
pherſon, has aſſerted, that the natives of Ben- 
gal are the happieſt and beſt protected people 

| Ty | 
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throughout Indoſtan, ve muſt look upon 
Mr. Burke's deſcription of the man, “ at 
«« the' ſound of whoſe name all India grows 
pale, &c.” to be the mere rant of an ora- 
tor, as unfounded as Colonel Dow's account 
of Mahomed Reza Cawn's cruelties in the 
ſquares of Moorſhedabad. 

There 1s a certain ſpecies of general abuſe 
which it is incumbent upon every honeſt 
man to reprobate, and to guard his mind 
againſt thoſe impreſſions which it is too apt 
to make. There was a time, when a noble 
relation of your own was held out to the 
people of England as the public defaulter of 
unaccounted millions, and in that light he 
was repreſented to the ſovereign, by the city 
of London. But now, when parties have 
been ſo jumbled together, that the voice of 
truth can prevail, it appears clear, that the 
abuſe was in the ſyſtem, not in the noble 
Lord, who was appointed to execute it. His 
predeceſſors, and his ſucceſſors, in the ſame 
office, acted as he did, with few exceptions: 
and although the advantages annexed to of- 
fices in Bengal, ſink to nothing, in com- 
pariſon with the emoluments which Lord 
Holland enjoyed for ſo many years after he 
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quitted his office, the man will reaſon very 
unfairly, who imputes that blame to him, 
which is juſtly duc to thoſe who were in mb 
for the public, at the time. 

I moſt cordially agree with Mr. Burke it in 
one propoſition, ** that there never was a bad 
* man who had abilities for good ſervice.” 
1 hope we ſhall alſo agree in our definition 
of a bad man. In the firſt place, he who” 
hves in open violation of every law, human 
and divine, in the practice of every vice to 
which human frailty is ſubject, hypocriſy 
excepted, muſt be © a bad man, and cannot 
* have abilities for good ſervice.” - | 
A man who without a ſhilling of viſible | 

property upon earth, enjoys, not only the neceſ- 
ſaries, but all the luxuries of life; Who, with 
a heart callous and unfeeling, can behold the 
diſtreſs of a tradeſman, to whom he is in- 
debted, while his own perſon is ſecure from 
impriſonment, muſt be ** a bad man, and 
* cannot have abilities far good ſervice.” 

A man, who ſhall be aſſociated with gamb- 
lers in the ſtocks, who ſhall receive his ſhare 
of the emoluments ariſing from that ſpecies 
of gambling, and ſhall "_ to be reſponſi- 
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dle for his loſſes, © muſt be a bad man, and 
cannot have abilities for good ſervice.” 

A man who will feelingly lament the ſup- 
poſed tniſeries of thoſe who are removed from 
him above half the circumference of the 
globe, while he ſhall be utterly inſenſible to 
the actual diſtreſs with which he is ſurround- 
ed in Great Britain, and may, in part, have 
occafioned ; who, while he talks of public, is 
uttefly regardleſs of private faith; who makes 
engagements that he never executes ; who 
lives upon. the orphan's ſubſtance, and laughs 
at the remonſtrances of the widow, malt be 
«2 bad man, and cannot have abilities for 
* good ſervice;” but modern pattiotiſm dif- 
fers very much from that of better days. 
A patriot of 1788 wanders to the banks of 
the Ganges, not for the purpoſe of reliev- 
ing real, but in order to deſcribe imaginary 
diſtreſſes ; but the genuine patriot, the man 
of real feeling, will firſt relieve the miſeries 
to which he is an. eye-witnelſs, and in due 
gradetion he will reach Bags 


f voids parents, kindred, firſt k willembrice 
« His country next, and next all human race,” 
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The man who having the lead in a great 
public and criminal proſecution, ſhall dare to 
ſuppreſs any evidence which tends to the 
elucidation of truth, although that elucida- 
tion ſhould cover him with ſhame and con- 
fuſion, who ſhall preſume to affirm what he 
knows to be falſe in ſome inſtances, and in 
others unbluſhingly to ſtate as facts what were 
only accuſations, the falſhood of which, 
upon enquiry, he might have known, muſt 
be a bad man, and cannot have abilities 
* for good ſervice.” 
Whether ſuch characters do exiſt in this 
great city, or whether they are merely the 
creatures of my own imagination, the voice 
of the public will determine. 


I have the honour to be, 
8 IR. 


Vour moſt obedient, humble ſervant, 


JOHN SCOTT. 


- * Margate, 10th. 
September, 1788. 
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ITH the conſent, as 5 you Haha; and 
the approbation of the Committee, I 1 
am reſolved to perſevere in the reſolution I 
had formed and had declared to the Houſe, 
that nothing ſhould perſuade me; upon any 
occaſion, leaſt of all upon the preſent occa- 
ſion, to enter into a laboured, litigious, arti- 
ficial defence of my conduct. Such a mode 
of defence belongs to another ſort of conduct, 
* to cauſes of a different deſcription. 
As a faithful and i ingenuous ſervant, I owe 
wi Houſe a plain and ſimple explanation 
of any part of my behaviour which ſhall be 
called in queſtion before them. I have given 
this explanation, and in doing ſo I have done 
every thing which my own honour and my 
duty to the Houſe could poſſibly require at 


41 


my Bages. The reſt belongs to the . 
f They, Ihave no doubt, will act in a manner 
fit for a wiſe body, attentive to its reputation. 
J muſt be ſuppoſed to know ſomething of the 
duty of a proſecutor for the public; other- 
wiſe, neither ought the Houſe to have con- 
ferred that truſt upon me, nor ought I to 
have accepted it. I have not been diſap- 
proved by the firſt abilities in the kingdom, \ 
appointed by the ſame authority, not only 
for my aſſiſtance, but for my direction and 
controul. You, who have honoured, me 
with-a partial friendſhip, continued without 
Interruption. for twenty-four years, would 
not have failed in giving me that firſt and 
moſt! deciſive proof of friendſhip, to enlighten 
my ignorance and to. rectify, my miſtakes, 
You have not done either; and I muſt att 
on the inference. It is no compliment to 
mention what is known to the world, : how 
well qualified you are for that office, from 
your deep parliamentary knowledge and vou 
perfect acquaintance with all the eminent 
examples of de ancient and the mode 
world. Wanne en 
3& een e. 15 ö 
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. The Houle having pon an opinion of 
my diligence and fidelity, (for they could 
have no other motive) put a great truſt into 
my hands, ought to give me an entire credit | 
for the veracity of every fact I affirm or deny. 
But if they fail with regard to me, it is at 
leaſt in my power to be true to myſelf. J 
will not commit myſelf in an unbecoming 
contention with . the Agents of a Criminal, 0 
whom it is my duty to bring to juſtice. Iam 
a Member of a Committee of Secrecy, and 
I will not violate my truſt, by turning myſelf 


into a Defendant, and bringing forward, in 


my own exculpation, the evidence hich 1 
have prepared for his conviction. I will not 
let him know who the witneſſes for the proſe- 
cution are, nor what they have to depoſe 
againſt him. Thoygh I' have no ſort of 
doubt of the conſtancy and integrity of thoſe 
© witneſſes, yet becauſe they are men, and men 
to whom, from my ſituation, I owe protec- 
tion, 1 ought not to expoſe them either to 
temptation or to danger. I will not hold 
them out to be importuned, or menaced, or 
diſeredited, or run down, or poſſibly to be 
ruined in RAR: fortunes by the power and 

2 | influence > 
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influence of this delinquent ; except where 
the national ſervice ſupercedes all other con- 

ſiderations. If I muſt ſuffer, I will ſuffer ' 
alone. No man ſhall fall a ſacrifice to a 
feeble ſenſibility on my part, that at this time 
of day might make me impatient of thoſe 
libels, which by deſpiſing through ſo many 
years, I have at length obtained the honour 
of being joined in commiſſion with this Com- 
mittee,” and of becoming an humble inſtru- 
ment in the hands of public juſtice. 

The only favour I have to ſupplicate from 
the Houle is, that their goodneſs would ſpare 
to the weakeſt of their Members any un- 
neceſſary labour; by letting me know as 
ſpeedily as poſſible, whether they wiſh to 
diſcharge me from my preſent office. If they 

do not, I ſolemnly promiſe them, that, with 
God's aſſiſtance, Iwill, as a Member of their 

Committee, purſue their buſineſs to the end: 
that no momentary disfavour ſhall ſlacken 
my diligence in the great cauſe they. have 
undertaken; that I will lay open, with the 

force of irreſiſtible proof, this dark ſcene of 
"Bribery, Peculation and groſs pecuniary Cor- 
ruption, Which I have begun to unfold, and 
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in we mid of which my courſe hg bien 
arreſted. | tn al: 
This poor TA Arvada of turning TY: 
the Accuſer into a Defendant; has been toe 
often and too uniformly practiſed by Deby 
Sing, Mr. Haſtings, and Gunga Govind 
Sing, and other Banyans, black and white, 
to have any longer the ſlighteſt effect upon 
me, whom long ſervice in Indian Com- | 
mittees has made well acquainted with the 
politics of Calcutta. If the Houſe will ſuffer 
me to go on, the moment is at hand w-hen 
my defence, and included in it the defence 
of the Houſe, will be made in the only wer 
in which my truſt permits me to make it, 
by proving juridically on this Aceuſing G. 
minal the facts and the guilt which we have 
charged upon him. As to the relevancy of 
the facts, the Committee of Impeachment 
muſt be the ſole judge, until they are handed 
over to the Court c tent to give a final 
deciſion on their rides In that Court che 
Agent of Mr. Haſtings will ſoon enough be 
called upon to give his own teſtimony with 
regard to the conduct of his Principal: the 
"NIE ſhall not 1 from the neceſſity of 
delivering 


ö 


— 
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delivering z A will the Principal eſcape 


from the teſtimony of his Agent. 
I hope I have in no moment of this pur- 


ſuit (now by me continued, in one ſhape or 


other, for near eight years) ſhewn the ſmalleſt - 
ſymptom, of Collufion, or Prevarication. 
The laſt point, in which I ſhould wiſh to 
ſhew it, is in this Charge, concerning pe- 
cuniary Corruption,—a corruption ſo great 
and fo ſpreading, that the moſt unſpotted 
charaQers will be juſtified in taking meaſures 
for | guarding themſelves againſt ſuſpicion. 


Neither hope, nor fear, nor anger, nor 


wearineſs, nor diſcouragement of any kind, 
ſhall move me from this truſt. Nothing, 
but an act of the Houſe, formally taking 
away my commiſſion, or totally cutting off 


the means of performing it. I truſt we are 


all of us as animated by the ſame ſentiment. 

This perſeverance in us, may be called 
obſtinacy inſpired by malice. Not one of 
us, however, has a cauſe of malice. What 


knowledge have we of Sir Elijah Impey, with 


whom, you know, we began; or of Mr: 
Haſtings, whom, we afterwards found. in our 
way? Party views cannot be our motive, 


* : : - 
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I s it not IIA CUR that, if we thought i it 
- conſiſtent with our duty, we might have at 
leaſt an equal ſhare of the Indian intereſt, - 
which now is almoſt to a man againſt us? 
_ Fam fore 1 reverence the Houle as 2 
Member of Parliament and an Enguſhman 
ought to do; and ſhall ſubmit to its deciſion 
with due humility. I have given this apo- 
logy for abandoning a formal defence, in 
writing to you, though it contains in effect 
not much more than I have delivered in my 
place. But this mode is leſs liable to miſ- 
repreſentation, and a trifle more permanent. 
It will remain with you either for my future 
. or eee as [ſhall aer 


F. 


0 am, 3 
wih g ſincere affection aa aeg. 
N My dear Str, A Eads 
| Youth firbfal friend and humble ſervant, 
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Mx. Burke's motive for publiſhing the 
letter which Mr. Montagu read in the Houſe 


of Commons, ought to be, to enable thoſe 


Gentlemen who differed with him to enter 


into a fair diſcuſſion of its contents. 


Some of the aſſertions of the letter are of 


fo very extraordinary a nature, that I ſhould 


have been ſorry indeed, if ſo fair an oppor- 
tunity had not been given to me of meeting 
them with a moſt direct and unequivocal 
contradiction. Mr. Burke ſays, that the 
Houſe having, upon an opinion of his dili- 


gence and fidelity, put a great truſt into his 


hands, ought to give him an entire credit for 
the veracity of every fact that he affirms or 
denies, Never was there, I believe; ſo mon- 
ſtrous a propoſition, and the vote of the Houſe 
has proved already the fallacy and the abſurdity 
of it. If it were true, obſerve what a di- 


| lemma Mr. Burke would involve the Houſe 
in. We have had two India Budgets ſince 


. "1x % thi 
8 * 
* * . # 
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this am began. In each year the 
India Miniſter has dwelt with peculiar foree 
and emphaſis, upon the mildneſs, the juſtice, 
and the excellency of the Government of 


Great-Britain in Bengal, has explained the 


ſituation of its foreign connections and de- 
pendencies, and has laſt year taken credit 
from the aggregate of the reſources of Bengal, 
of a ſurplus, after the payment of all its 
expences, of two millions ſterling. The 
Houſe has heard theſe ſtatements with great 
ſatisfaction, and has voted thoſe reſolutions 
which Mr. Dundas moved. Could the Houſe © 
have done ſo, had they believed Mr. Burke? 
No; for, in contradiction to every man's 
declaration who has any means of informa- 
tion, Mr. Burke obſtinately perſiſts in paint- 
ing to the world, in the name of the Com- 
mons of Great- Britain, the miſerable, dif- 
treſſed, depopulated, and ruined ſtate of 
Bengal, Benares, and Oude. I affirm, there- 
fore, that the Houſe has not, cannot, and 


ought not to give entire credit to Mr. Burke, 


for the veracity of APD fact that he n 
or denies. e | 8 100 


* 


3 

In another paragraph, he ſays, chat the 
Committee muſt be the ſole judges of the 
relevancy of the facts, till the competent 


Court finally decides, and: he adds; In that 


« Court the Agent of Mr. Haſtings will 
< ſoon enough be called upon to give his 


.« own teſtimony with regard to the conduct 


of his principal. The Agent ſhall not 


<< eſcape from the neceſſity of delivering it, 
% nor will the Principal eſcape 88 . 


« teſtimony of his Agent.” | 

In this paſſage I &now Mr. Barks 4 is not 
ſerious, nor will the world believe him, be- 
cauſe every man of common ſenfe knows, 


that there is a common ſenſe. way of doing 


buſineſs, and that , 7 could give the 'tefti- 
mony, which Mr. Burke inſinuates I can 
give, Mr. Fox, the Managers, and 'the five 

Lawyers they employ, would infiſt upon Mr. 
Burke's coming to the point af once, they 
would not permit him 'to ſpeak- four days 
upon preſumptions, and the probabilities of 
preſumptions; but, as Mr. Burke has now 
committed himſelf, I hope the public will 


not forget the broad aſſertion that he has 


made. For the preſent I will inform them, 
: 9 1 5 that 


a1 


that 1 was examined upon this ſubject in 
Weſtminſter-hall above four hours, with alk 
the ability, ingenuity and induſtry of Mr. 
Fox, Mr, Burke, and Mr. Sheridan; and 
this is not the only inſtance they have given 
of ſkill, in putting queſtions, as the world 
well knows. I had been examined upon the ; 

| fame ſubject by a Committee of the Houſe 
of Commons five years before. When gave 
my evidence in Weſtminſter-hall, no in- 
formation was given to me of the point I 
was called to depoſe to; and in the courſe of 
my examination, Mr. Sheridan obſerved, that 
there was a contradiction between the teſti- 
mony then given, and that which I gave 
formerly on the ſame ſubject. A noble Lord 
afforded me the opportunity of calling for x 
that former evidence. It came; it was read; 
but the ability of Mr. Sheridan did not en- 
able him to point out a difference, and arm- 
ed with the Robe of Magiſtracy, he left his 
aſſertion to ſnift for itſelf. No queſtion can 
be put to me that I will not anſwer moſt 
unreſervedly; and, as to money tranſactions, 
I ſhould have no objection if all that Tam 
concerned in, were proclaimed at Charing- 
"Pies : R 2 | Tra, 
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Croſs. I have never lent my name to give 
currency to a bond, and nn refuſed | 
to diſcharge it, 

Mr. Burke fays, that has e 
may be called obſtinacy inſpired by malice, 
and adds, not one of us, however, has a 
„ cauſe of malice. . What knowledge have 
* we of Sir Elijah Impey with whom you 
% know we began; or Mr, Haſtings, whom 
s we afterwards found in our way. Party 
te views cannot be our motive, Is it not 
** notorious, that if we thought it conſiſtent 
te with our duty, we might at leaſt have an 
$* equal ſhare of the Indian intereſt, which 
* now is, almoſt to a man, againſt us!“ 

One would really imagine, that Mr. Burke, 
was writing to an old woman born in the 
laſt century, or to an infant in the nurſe's 
arms; that he ſhould gravely - put ſuch a 
queſtion to a Gentleman of character, and in- 

formation, and deep political knowledge, is, 
indeed, moſt wonderful. Does not Mr. 
Montague know, that thoſe who have been 
his boſom friends thraugh life, took up the 
cauſe of Mr. Haſtings moſt warmly, and 
rer aan. in the year 1776, when Lord 

North 


It as 1 | 
N orth wanted: to remove him, FIR be bad 
been ach ? Does not Mr. Montague know, 
that the Marquis of Rockingham then de- 
fended him, becauſe the accuſation war not 
proved? Does not Mr. Montague know, that 
though Mr. Haſtings refuſed to be con- 
fronted with Nundcomar, he offered to ſatisfy 
the Court of Directors of his integrity in : 
any manner they ſhould preſcribe? Does not 
Mr. Montague know, that neither the Div 
rectors, nor Lord North, ever aſked Mr. 
Haſtings a queſtion upon the ſubject ? 
Does not Mr. Montague know, that the 
accuſations were actually thoſe, which, at 
a diſtance of fourteen years, Mr. Burke has 
revived, though three ſeveral times ſince they 
were 18 Mr. Haſtings has, by the unani- 
mous voice of the legiſlature, been appointed 
the Governor-General of Bengal? Does not 
Mr. Montague know, that in 1781, when he 
fat as Member of the Judicature Committee, 
they examined very particularly into the cir- 


cumſtances of the execution of . Nundco- 


mar? Does not Mr. Montague know, that 
preciſely at the ſame period Lord North 
daun in a 1 by 5 Mr. . 


was 
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was a fourth time appointed Governor - Gene- 
ral of Bengal, and for ten years? Does not 
Mr. Montague know, that neither Mr. Burke 
nor any one man of his Committee, intreated 
Lord North to ſuſpend. the appointment. be- 
. cauſe Mr, Haſtings was concerned in the 
death of Nundcomar ? He knows that at that 
time no ſuch ſuſpicions exiſted ; nor do they 
no, though it was found expedient to ſay 
bat, which the Commons have diſavowed. 
But, lays Mr. Burke, we found Mr. Haſtings 
in our way. He never us more . in 
his life. 
I They did fo, But not in April 1781. They 
found bim in their way when they had turned 
out Lord North the next year, then, and not 
till then, did the plot thicken; nor was Mr. 
Haſtings the ozly man bey found in their way. 
They found Sir John Macpherſon in their 
way; and they made a report which had for 
its object his removal, and the cenſure of Lord 
North for appointing him. They found Mr. 
Wheler in their way; for they made anotber 
report, in which they affirmed, that both he 
and Sir John were implicated 1 in the crimi- 
nality of Mr. — The reſiſtance of 
wav: the 


+4 08-1 | 
the Proprietors, andehedeathof FO Marg 
of Rockingham, prevented their plans from 
taking effect. They reſigned, and in a few 
months came back with additional power, 
by an unexpected junction, with an old ene 
my. Then Mr. Fox brought in his memo 


rable Bill, and again abey found: Mr. Haſtings = 


in their way, for his friends joined moſt 
heartily in oppoſition. to that meaſure, with a 
very great majority of the nation. I cannot 
poſſibly look into the heart of a man, and 
diſcover the motives of his actiens; but, I 
believe; there is not in Great-Britain, one 
man of common ſenſe, or who has read be- 
yond the hiſtory of Tom Thumb, who will 
ſay with Mr. Burke, that party views can- 
e not be the motive of their NATO #10 of 
„Mr. Haſtings.” 5 

Mr. Burke e 18 5 it not notiiouh has 
if we thought it eonſiſtent with our duty We 
might have at leaſt an equal ſhare of the 


Indian Intereſt, which now is dmoſt to MITES. 


mam againſt us 7 
There is an inmmtion 1 which ; "0 18 

incumbent upon Mr. Montague to do away. 

1 ny the truth of it in * moſt ſolemn, 


and 


— 
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and unequfvocal Wetter None of us have 
forgot the late important ſtruggles, nor the 


Active part which Mr. Burke took in them. 


During that period, or any other, was the 
leaſt overture made directly or indirectly on 
the part of Mr. Haſtings by any man living, 
to deprecate the reſentment of Mr. Burke, or 
His party? I affirm there was not, and at 
the very moment, when their poſſeſſion of 
power ſeemed (whether with or without 
cauſe I know not) to be inevitable, I ſpoke 
of them preciſely in the manner that I had 
done when their elevation appeared to be 
more diſtant. If no reply is given, the in- 
ſinuation will be n od the nn as it 
deſerves. i th h SPA toon; 
I will take upon me to deve tide: no over- 
tures were at any time made by Mr. Haſtings 
or his friends, to deprecate the violence of 
his opponents, though an overture was made 
to them at a very critical period, namely, the 
night before Mr. Fox brought in his Bill. 
Mr. Sheridan who made it, would have met 
me the next day, had I not declined the meet- 
ing. How far he was impowered, or by 


| Noon neee to treat, I know not, but 
after 


1 


* 5 
after having declined. that meeting; which 
WAS intended as an, opening to an accommo- 


| dation, 1 did not expect to hear it gravely 
aſſerted at any time, as a matter of notoriety, 
that Mr. Burke and his friends might, if 
they thought it conſiſtent with. their. duty, 
have at leaſt an equal ſhare of the Indian 
Intereſt,” Mr. Burke 8 meaning is too ob- 
vious to be miſſed, but it has no AF of 
foundation 1 in fact. Lee. 

In Mr. Burke's: late ſpesch⸗ e, us 
a long account of Munny Begum, whom 
he called <« a Dancing Girl, a common 
Proſtitüte, 65 a wicked Woman,” and beſtow- 
ed upon her a variety of opprobrious epithets, 
in ſo far, that nine tenths of the Ladies 
who heard. him, muſt have departed with 
the moſt unfavourable opinion of this 
venerable matron. If the Houſe were to 
give Mr. Burke entire credit for the vera- 
city of every fact that he either affirms or 
denies, it would upon this occafion be 


in one of the moſt unfortunate dilemmass 


that any public body was ever involved 
in; for Mr. Burke himſelf, in the Ele- 
| venth Report of the Select Committee, 
gave the Houſe the following very different 

8 a4 account 


1 


account of Munny Begum, in the year 


1783: © It will be proper to ſtate to the 


cc 


cc 


© "of 


cc 


cc 
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Houſe the ſituation and circumſtances of 


the women principally concerned, who 
were in the Seraglio of Jaffier Ally Cawn, 
at his death. The firft of theſe was called 
Munny Begum, a perſon originally born 
of poor and obſcure parents, who delivered 
her over to the conductreſs of a company 


T3 


of dancing girls, in which profeſſion, be- 
ing called to exhibit at a feſtival, where 


the late Nabob-took a liking to her, and 


ce- 


after ſome co-habitation, ſhe obtained ſuch. 
influence over him, -that he took her for one 
of bis wives, (and ſhe ſeems to have been the 


&« favourite) put her at the head , bis Haram, 


ce 


l 


cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 


and having a ſon by her, this ſon fucceeded 
to his authority and eftate ; Munny Begum, 

the mother, being by bis will, a deviſee of 
conſiderable ſums of money, and other effects, 

on which he left a charge, which has ſince 
been applied to the ſervice of the Eaſt- 
India Company.” | 


All the latter part of this account we 


know ta be ſtrictly true; and the firſt part 


may be ſo alſo, although i it will be impoſſible 
for Mr. _ or n other perſon'! in Eng- 


land, 


land, to prove it, except by a piece of 
miſerable- evidence, to which no man of 
common underſtanding will pay attention, 
a letter written by an obſcure, . diſcarded 

ſervant of the Begum's, to General Claver- 
ing, which the General entered upon the 
| Records with a maſs. of other papers, as in- 
formation, not as proof. Munny Begum, by 
Mr. Burke's own account, was the wife, and 

the favourite wife of-Jaffier, the ſuperior of his 
Seraglio; and Lord Clive took a legacy of 
ive lacks. upon the ſtrength of her teſtimony, 
which forms a fund for the half-pay of our 
army. If ſhe ever was a dancing girl, it muſt 
have been nearly fifty years ago; for the laſt 
twenty-ſeven years ſhe has been treated as 
the firſt woman in Bengal. How ſhe acquired 
her power and influence originally, long an- 
tecedent as it was to our own influence in 
Bengal, is not a matter of the leaſt conſe- 
quence; but I ſhould be glad to. know, if 
the Houſe is to give entire credit to Mr. 
Burke for the veracity of every fact he affirms 
or denies, how they are to act, when he differs 
Jo materially from himſelf. In the Eleventh 
Report, and in the Articles preſented to the 
LF this Lady is called the Widow 0 of Meer 


e Jaſier. 
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Faffier. In his ſpeech, which we ought moſt 
religiouſly to believe, ſhe is ſtyled « 4 wicked 
woman, and a common proftitute.” 

TY ſhall proceed in further elucidation of - 
the danger, as well as of the abſurdity, of | 
Mr. Burke's doctrine. 

He has affirmed, that to let the lands of 
Bengal in farm, was a moſt wicked, corrupt, 
and oppreflive ſyſtem, invented by Mr. Ha- 
ſtings, unauthorized by the Directors, and a 
ſcandalous violation of the rights of the No- 
bility, and country Gentlemen of Bengal. 

Mr. Burke has repreſented himſelf as a la- 
borious, plodding, and inquiſitive man, who 
has been intent upon the diſcovery of Indian 
grievances for eight years. What reliance 
ought the Houſe, or the public, to whom he 
has appealed, to place upon his accuracy or 
fidelity, when it is a notorious fact, that the 
plan for farming the lands was adopted in 
various inſtances three years before Mr. 
Haſtings adopted it; and is thus mentioned 
by Governor Verelſt and Mr. Becher, in a 
letter to the Select Committee in Bengal, 
dated from Moorſhedabad, the 8 of TOR, 
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« "The plan we wiſh to ſee generally fol 
* lowed is, that of letting the lands to farm, 
for a term of years, as we are perſuaded 
« that mode tends moſt to the welfare of the 
inhabitants, the improvement of the 
% country, and of courſe the benefit of our 
te employers. We are happy to find the 
« Honourable Court of Directors ſeem to 
have adopted the ſame ſentiments; and 
e we. flatter ourſelyes the beginning that is 
no making, in letting out to farm the di fe 
* trifts of Raje Shaby and Nuddea, will in 
« time be followed throughout the Fru nce of 
wy Bengal. f 
Here is another ſtrong inſtance brou ght, 
in order to prove that the Houſe cannot, and 
ought not, to give entire credit to Mr. 
Burke. 1 

In his laſt ſpeech, he read a Wü l 
which Lord Cornwallis and his Council had 
tranſmitted to the Court of Directors from 
the Rajah of Dinagepore, a boy whom he 
fepreſented to be eleven or twelve years of 
age; Mr. Burke might well ſay, indeed, that 
ſuch a teſtimonial, from ſuch à child, was 
only to be mentioned with ridicule, or witn 
contempt ; and in ſuch a contemptible light 

3 he 
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he did ka it. This teſtimonial the 
- Houſe has not ſeen ; but if they were to give 
entire credit to Mr. Burke, they might ſup- 
poſe, that no other fignature appeared to the 
 Teftimonial. The fact, however is, that it is 
figned by all the public Officers of the Rajah, 
who manage the buſineſs of the. Zemindary 
for him ; and the next name to the Rajah's 
is that of the Naib Zemindar, or Public Mi- 
zifter. I have been aſked ſeriouſly, of what 
validity the Teſtimonial of ſuch a child could 
be; fo completely were Mr. Burke's audi- 
tors convinced, by his general argument, 
that no other ſignature was affixed to it, but 
that of the infant, as he called him ! 
Mr. Burke alluded generally to the dif- 
ferent teſtimonials that had been ſent from 
Bengal in favour 'of Mr. Haſtings, and 
avowed his intention of producing them in 
evidence. He talked of thumb ſcrews, tor- 
tures, &c.. and he affirmed that, Lord Corn- 
wallis excepted, every office in Bengal was 
filled with the creatures of Mr. Haſtings.— - 
What a degradation would this language 
bring upon the Houſe, if Mr. Burke's . 
doctrine was admitted? Can they confide in 
his veracity after ſuch a declaration has been 
made? 
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made? Mr. 1 can contradidt 1 it. The 
whole Court of Directors can prove that the 
aſſertion is unfounded: Throughout the ex- 
tenſive dominion of Bengal and its depen- 
dencies, every Zemindar, every man of rank, 
and every man of learning, has borne ample 
and willing teſtimony to the ſervices of Mr. 
Haſtings. Theſe are publicly tranſmitted to ; 
the Eaſt- India Company by Earl Cornwallis, | 
and his Council. Neither art nor ſophiſtry 
can raiſe a doubt as to their authenticity, or 
can weaken their effect; and Mr. Burke 
himſelf knows, from the documents which 
he has peruſed, that no influence of any- 
kind was, or could be employed, to procure. 
them 
The Houſe rejected Mr. Burke 8 doctrine 
at once, but I can impute the publication of 
his Letter to one motive only, his being 
deſirous to obtain the public opinion of his 
conduct; and upon the ſame principle, I 
ſuppoſe, he publiſhed heretofore his ſeveral 
Speeches in Parliament. If Mr. Burke has 
acted right in printing his Letter, I cannot 
be cenſured for printing a few remarks upon 
it, and adding them to the ſecond edition of 
my. Letter to Mr. Fox, The favourable 
| reception 
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reedption of that Letter induces me to 'make 
the preſent edition as complete as poſſible, 
by adding, that the advices received in the 
laſt week from Bengal, prove that preciſely 
the ſame ſyſtem of Government that Mr. 
Haſtings eſtabliſhed ſtill continues, and is 
in fact the permanent ſyſtem. The Houſe | 
has voted articles which condemns that ſyſtem 
in all its parts, but I am confident it has 
done this, not from deſign, but accident. 
have already ſaid, that I ſuppoſed the articles 
were voted from a confidence in the Com- 
mittee who drew them up, and were to 
conduct the impeachment; the fact however 3 
is, that Bengal actually is in a moſt flouriſn- 

ing ſtate, and its natives the happieſt and 
beſt protected ſubjects in India, under that 
ſyſtem which for the four laſt years one ſet, 
of men in this country, has ſo ſtrongly 
reprobated, 


bein ee, 
Holles-ftreet, | Te 
May 16, 1789. 


